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'” Mr. Torrens, the tleman who introduced the 
" system of land registration in South Australia, and who 
' became, if he does not still continue to be, the Registrar- 
General under the provisions of the Provincial Act 
‘which was for giving effect to his scheme, has 
been for some months in England or Ireland, and has 
“taken occasion in both countries to give a very full de- 
4 iptee of the Australian plan, and to pronounce a 
Ahigh eulogium upon its merits, which are said to com- 
_ ‘bine extreme simplicity which age cheapness. In 
+ some notices of the papers which Mr. Torrens has read 
‘upon this subject, ap auding the superiority of his 
' scheme over that which has n recently adopted in 
_ England, the essential differences of the conditions ordi- 
narily attending the a and transfer of real 
' state in an old and hig y civilized country like ours, 
_ where the money-value of land is but one of its import- 
' ant cocial features, and in a new province like Australia, 
' where hardly an acre in the country has a title of more 
_ than thirty years to show, and but a very small portion 
- has ever in settlement, has been strangely over- 
looked. But even in Australia—if we may judge by ad- 
_ -vertisements which occasionally appear in English news- 
papers—the system of registration, and thereby of inde- 
feasible title, cannot be quite so satisfactory as might be 
_ supposed from what has been stated by its advocates on 
| the subject. Within a few days past the following ad- 
' -vertisement has appeared in the London Zimes, and pos- 
_ sibly in other English newspapers :— 
Er I Hereby give notice, that Peter Dowding Prankerd, 
: of the city of Adelaide, in the province of South Australia, gentle- 
_ ‘man, has made Hongeaete to have Section 1,108 in the hundred of Water- 
- loo, county of Light, in the said province, brought under the provisions of 
' the Real Property Act-of 1861; and I hereby give further notice, that un- 
“ & caveat be lodged with me before the 27th day of May, 1864, I shall 
'laue a CERTIFICATE OF TITLE for the ssid SECTION to the said 
' PETER DOWDING PRANKERD, or to such person as he may request.— 
_ Dated at the Lands’ Titles-office, Adela'de, South Australia, this 25th day 
iq of November, 1863. W.B.T. ANDREWS, Acting Registrar-General. 
_. This advertisement speaks for itself. It is intended 
| to be notice to all England that Mr. Prankerd, of the 
' city of Adelaide, desires to have an indefeasible title to a 
icular a of land in the province of South Aus- 
, trali et the iy ol will put a, bar oe 
" Yegister for this purpose, unless a caveat is - 
fore the 27th of May next. It will thus be seen that 
persons resident in England, who may object to the 
' Tegistration of this particular piece of land, must lose no 
| time in taking steps to prevent it. If they allow a 
| or two to pass they may be too late, a r. 
g will meanwhile have become indeteasibly enti- 
tled. This may be no great hardship upon those who 
“had the good fortune to see the advertisement, and the 
»further fortune of knowing that Section 1,108 was 
the piece of land in which they claimed an in- 
_ terest. Where people whose rights are to be affected 
» have express notice of the particular mode adopted for 
this purpose, and have an opportunity of objecting to it, 
| they must not be allowed to complain that the time 
granted them for objection was very short, or that the 
_ whole process was conducted with rather more railway 














speed than is or convenient in transactions 
— to so important and permanent a commodity as 


estate. 
In the particular instance now before us, the Acting 
istrar-General for South Australia may be able to 

assign wise reasons of State policy, or “social science,” 
why Mr. Prankerd should have an absolute title to 
tion 1,108 in the hundred of Waterloo, on the 27: 
May next, and why persons resident in England, 
may have a better right to the section in are = od 
some portion of it, oe come upon it, or be entitled to 
some easements over it, should lose their rights for 
if they miss the mails for a month after they chance 
see the advertisement. But what will he say to 
of such persons as Mr. Cobden, who does not take in 
Times, or of those who confine their reading to the 
ing articles and police reports, without even a 
glance at the first page? It will be seen, by the adver- 
tisement in question, that there is i iki 
it to arrest the attention of persons int 
Australian property, and the chances are that compara- 
tively few of them will ever see or hear of this notice. 
In the case of any such person whose just rights are 
thus, behind his back, irretrievably aliened to another, 
there is real hardship and injustice, under the 
colour of doing the public a seryice—albeit only.in 
the person of another of its members. The great 
difficulty of these statutory notices, is to make 
sufficiently wide and effective, without i 
them intolerably costly to those whose duty it is to 
give them ; and it is much increased when it becomes 
necessary to include within their area, not only a wide 
colony like South Australia, but alsoa ous country 
at the Antipodes, where the organs of the press are very 
numerous, and are generally confined in their circula- 
tion, more or less to particular classes or localities... If 
a registrar, sitting in his office, can give an indefeasible 
title as against “all the world,” justice would seem to 
require that “all the world” should have full notice of 
what is going to be done ; and, if many transactions of this 
kind are to take place either abroad, or at home; 
with any real possessions, will have little else to 
to look out for these indefeasible swoops. Butit is plain 
enough that there are many small estates, the owners 
of which might desire registration, but could hardl 
bear the charge of so much advertising, and pas | 
think it particularly onerous and unnecessary when 
they themselves knew that their land was free from all 
nary ale and i? their haa yd a he im- 
peachedinany way. Yet itis obyious t e registrar 
could not safely oaike indefeasible title ‘upon the per- 
sonal assurance of those who desire it, that they were 
entitled to it; and, therefore, there must be the same 
rule of notice, and the same number of advertisements, 
in cases where the result shows both to have been need- 
less, and in cases where their absence would have 
favoured injustice and fraud. Notice is one of the great 
difficulties of all schemes for conferring sone 
title. To make it wide enough and sufficient in 
cases, is to render the cheapness of the process impossible ; 
and, in the majority of instances, must be as irksome to 
applicants as it is expensive. On the other hand, to 
require nothing more than an advertisement in the 
Gazette and in a London newspaper, or sometimes in a 
local one, gives no assurance that it will reach the 
hands of all those for whom it is intended. 
the instance which we have at ner 
middle course seems to have been adopted. The registrar 
had, probably, reason for supposing that there 
some persons, resident in this country, who were 
rested in section 1,108, and that they t to have 
chance (even though a faint one) of their title 
One or,-two advertisements in the Times, may, no doubt, 
coupes to be sufficient for this purpose, but it is just 
lik 2 that they — The question A 
to be any pretence for a statutory notice by 
ment, where there is no fair reason for being 
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that it will meet the eyes of those to whom it is ad- | coln’s-inn; Herbert A. Hills, Esq., student of the Inner 
dressed ? Temple ; E. H. Whinfield, Esq., student of the Middle 


Tae case or Re Hooper which was decided by the 
Lords Justices a few days ago, has excited considerable 
public noficc, and is especially worth the attention 
of lawyers who are called upon to advise married women 
in divorcee business. According to the law of the eccles- 
iastical courts the wife was a privileged suitor as to 
costs, whether she were petitioner or ndent. As 
she was stipposed to have no oy of her own, the 
husband was obliged to supply her with the means of 

igation against himself; and Dr. Lushington once 
went the length of saying that, “however great the 


wife's demerits, the husband was bound to pay the whole | 


costs, even the costs of vexatious appeals.” Her right 
was to be supplied with the means of litigation from 
daly to day, and if she forbore insisting upon them until 
after the hearing, and the decision was against her, she 
was no longer entitled to reeeive them, because, as Mr. 
Maequeen — it in his book on the Law of 
Divoree, “ first, it was said, the theory of her su 
want of means had been displaced by her litigating 
Without asking for costs; and, secondly, because 
thé Court would not award costs to a party 
whose’ delinquency had been established.” Some- 
times, however, it was impracticable for a woman 
or her Song to obfain payment of costs during 
the pendency of the suit, then the question fre- 
quently arose as to whether there had been reasonable 
id for the suit, independently of the result, so as to 
give the wife authority to bind her husband. Ofcourse, 
where the wife had a separate income or means of her 
own, beyond her husband’s control, the general rule did 
not y a8 to costs pendente lite; but if the ultimate 
decision was in her favour, she was entitled to have her 
costs paid by the husband, as in an ordinary litigation. 
In Re Hooper, the question was, whether Mr Clarke, 
a solicitor, who was instructed and employed by Mrs. 
Hooper, then a married woman, and now a widow, 


to institute and on ings in the Divorce 
Court for a judicial separation against her husband on 
the ground of cruelty, could claim the unpaid por- 


tion of the costs so incurred from the estate of the 
deceased husband, upon the ground that the suit was 
justifiable, and that the claimant's assistance to the wife 

to be deemed as necessaries properly supplied to 
her. The Lords Justices, after au elaborate review of 
the evidence, held that the swit was one that ought not 
to have been instituted; and that, as the solicitor had not 
taken sufficient pains to investigate its merits before its 
commencement, he could not support his claim. The case 
will be found reported in the current number of the 
Weekly Reporter. 

Bisnor Corgnso’s Case viewed, not in its theological, 
but its juridical, aspect, has already been noticed in 
these columns. The Bishop of Cape Town, as metro- 
politan, assisted by two missionary co-adjutors, has 
since delivered a godgment, by which the Bishop of 
Natal is provisionally deposed from his office, and pro- 
hibited from ministering in any part of the colonial 
dene The question which we suggested—namely, 
he jurisdiction of the Bishop of Cape Town —remains 
to be decided by the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, unless, indeed, a further question may be 
Taised as to the competency of this tribunal to deal 
with such a case—which is by no means improbable. 


Avr THE PUBLIC Examination of the students of the 
Inns of Court, held at Lincoln's-inn Hall, on the 7th, 
8th, and 9th days of January, 1864, the Council of 
Legal Education awarded to Ernest A. C. Schalch, Esq., 
student of the Inner Temple, a studentship of fifty 
_guineas per annum, to continue for a getied of three 

ears. Lo John Cunningham, Esq., student of the 
Middle Temple, a certificate of honour of the first class ; 
and to W. 5 cog ally saagepel: Bova 7 
Temple ; Robert W: Monro, Esq,, student of Lin- 





Temple ; Lovell B. Clarence, Esq., student of the Inner 
Temple, and Shackleton Hallett, Esq.; student of Lin- 


coln’s-inn, certificates that they have satisfactorily passed 
a public examination. 


Ar a msetine of the Juridical Society, on Monday 
evening last, a letter was read from Mr. Walker 
Marshall, of the Common Law Bar, one of the h 
secretaries of the society, announcing his departure for 
Calcutta, and resigning his office. On the motion of 
the chairman (Mr. F. Lawrence), seconded by Mr. 
Westlake, a vote of thanks was accorded to Mr. 
Marshall for his past services. Mr. » our 
readers will recollect, has been appointed an official 
reporter to the Supreme Court of Calentta, with liberty 
to practise as a barrister. 


THE FOLLOWING GENTLEMEN have been called to the 
Bar during the present term:— "aD 

Inner Temple.—George Stratton, Esq., Gowen Ed- 
wards Evans, Esq., William Lupton, ., Richard 
Jenery Shee, Esq., Donald Maclennan, » James 
Mew, Esq., Herman Charles Merivale, im Alvar 
Hay Hill, Esq., John Henry Kennaway, + Joh 
Thomas O’Re, Esq., James Harrison, Esq., Edward 
Reynolds, Esq., Millis Coventry, Esq., George Robert 
Rix, Esq., Francis Headland Keenlyside, Charles 
Frederic Millett, Esq, Herbert Anges ills, Esgq., 
Richard Digby Cleasby, Esq., Lewis Williams, Esq., and 
Edmund Forster Webster, eq, 

Middle eR ge John ay egy 
Esq., Hugh John Cadell Beavan, Esq., Albert 
Beavan, Esq., Ernest Didier, Esq , Henry Riseborough 
Sharman, . William Henry Michael, Esq., and 
Thomas Makin, Esq. 

Lincoln’s-inn.— Joseph Maurice Solomon, Eisq., Luke 
Owen Pike, Esq., Joseph Radcliff, . John 
ton, Esq., Henry Spencer Walpole, ., Duncombe 
Fyrke, jun., Esq., Robert Webber Monro, Esq., Walter 
Charles Renshaw, Esq., Julian Goldsmid, 7 Charles 
Alfred Dawson, Esq., Charles Thomas Luck, John 
George Witt, Esq., John Weir, Esq., Shackleton Hallett, 
Esq., Ernest Ridsdale Ellaby, Esq., Frederick Brown, 
Esq., and William Thackeray Marriott, Esq. 

Gray’s-inn.—Edward Romilly, Esq., the second son 
of the Right Hon. Sir John Romilly, the Master of the 
Rolls; and Patrick O'Sullivan, Esq. 


Tue Juriican Society will hold its next meeting 
on Monday, the 1st of February, at eight o'clock, p.m., 
precisely, when Mr. Charles Clark, the official reporter 
of the House of Lords, will read a paper on “The 
Principles that ought mutually to govern the Conduct 
of Neutrals and Belligerents.” 


A meetine of the department of Jurisprudence and 
Amendment of the Law, of the National Association for 
the Promotion of Social Science, with which is united 
the Society for Promoting the Amendment of the Law, 
will be held at 3, Waterloo-place, Pall-mall, on Monday 
get Ist of February, when a paper will be read by 


Mr. 

: Palmer, on “ Suggestions for the Amendment 

of the Law in Cases of Criminal Appeal.” Sir Fitzroy 
Kelly, Q.C., M.P., will preside. 


LEEDS HAS BEEN SELECTED as the New Assize Town 
for the West Riding of York. Sheffield and Wakefield 
had contended for the honour, but the superior accom- 
modation afforded by the Town-hall of Leeds is believed 
to have decided the committee of the Lords of the Privy 
Council upon recommending that town as the place for 
holding the additional Assize. 





About five o'clock on Sunday morning last, a fire broke out 
in ths chambers of Mr. Rolt, Q.C., No. 6, Stone-buildings, 
Lincoln’s-ini.. The fire-engines were soon in attendance, ad 
the fire extinguished without doing much damage... - 
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JOHN BRIGHT ON THE LAW OF REAL PRO- 
PERTY. 


Mr. Bright and Mr. Cobden are beginning to turn 
their attention to certain legal topics that are endowed 
with a social aspect of especial importance. Of course 
it is not to be expected that, in their speeches upoh 
these questions, they should keep clear of some grave 
misconceptions ; and, accordingly, we find that Mr. Bright, 
in his recent speech at Birmingham, makes the follow- 
ing observations :— 

The question of primogeniture I have briefly touched on. 
The question of entail is much on the same footing. I wiil 
only say a word or two on the subject. The object of entail- 


-ing land is to keep great estates together, and to keep them 


in one family. Under this system land in this country is 
sometimes tied up for 60, 80, or 100 years, and no person has 
the power to sell it, however advantageous it may be to the 
proprietors themselves, and to the public that the land should 
be sold. (Hear, hear.) And then if you come to the difficul- 
ties of the question of transfer, if you will ask gentlemen 
who are neat me; who are connected with the law, they will 
tell you that it always takes months, and sometimes years, to 
prove a title. And, of course, that has no inconsiderable 
effect in increasing the amount of the purchase-money 
( Cheers.) 

It is hardly to be expected that Mr. Bright could have 
“got up” so much of the law of estates tail as would 
have saved him from the mistakes that he made in the 
passage which we have quoted; but any lawyer could 

a 


ve told him that, ever since the decision in Zaltarum’s 


case, in the reign of Edward 1V., every owner of an 
estate tail might convert it into a fee simple absolute, by 
a process of law which formerly was somewhat expen- 
sive and unnecessarily formal ; but which, by the statute 
3. & 4 Will. 4, c. -74, has been simplified in a manner 
that would meet the approval of the member for Bir- 
mingham himself, if he took the trouble to understand 
it. By that statute, a tenant in tail is enabled to alien, 
in fee simple, the entailed land, by an ordinary deed of 
conveyance, duly enrolled. The only qualification is, 
that where the entailed estate is the subject of a 
settlement, and there is an existing prior estate 
the consent of its own is necessary to bar any estates 
taking effect upon the determination of the estate 
tail. But, even without such consent, the tenant in 
tail can bar his own issue. If Mr. Bright would 
take the pains to inform himself upon the ques- 
tion, he would see that the provision which makes 
a distinction in favour of the case in which there 
is such consent, is neither irrational nor impolitic. Set- 
tlements of real estate are usually made in contemplation 
of marriage, and they ordinarily confer a life estate upon 
the husband or wife (according to the original ownership 
of the rty) and an estate tail upon the eldest 
son of the marriage, with other remainders over on the 
determination of the entailed estate. Therefore, the 
ision to which we have referred commonly makes 

the assent of the parent, during his or her life—the 
parent being the person who, ordinarily, takes the preced- 
ing life estate, as we have seen—necessary to defeat the 
interests limited after the determination of the estate 
tail.: There is nothing unreasonable in a rule of this 
kind. But, whatever people may think upon this point, 
the fact is certain that the moment the preceding estate 
and the tenant in tail comes into possession, he can, 

ithout the consent of any rerson, by an enrolled deed, 
deal with the property just as if it was an absolute 
fee simple. In old times, no doubt, an entailed 
estate enjoyed many immunities of a very unreasonable 
character, which had the effect of producing gross in- 
justice to creditors and others. But these obnoxious 
anomalies have been gradually removed. Thus, for in- 
stance, the Act 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, makes a registered judg. 
ment to operate as a charge upon entailed lands, equally 
with those held in fee simple. And so the Leases and 
Sales of Settled Estates Act, 19 & 20 Vict. ¢. 120, 
enables tenants in tail under settlements to make 





leases, which, under a former statute, they were pre- 
vented from doing—at least, without the risk of the 
lessee’s term being defeated by the death of the lessor 
and the entry of the heir. So, by the various Bank- 
ruptéy Acts of the present and the past two reigns, 
estates tail are made assets for the payment of creditors 
in bankruptey. This view of the law is very different 
from what the “ intelligent foreigner,” 
to on such occasions, or even a Birmingham 
would derive from Mr. ee speech. The truth is, 
that for many centuries English law has expressly put a 
stop to the creation of inalienable entails, and has laid 
down the most stringent rules egainst the creation of 

rpetuities, or the limitation of any estates ex 
Land one life not in being, or twenty-one years ; 
estates tail are really no exceptions to the rule, for 
although such an estate may be given to an unborn 
child, yet it cannot be so given as to ensure its deseent 
his child, as every tenant in tail has the powet, without 
thé consent of any other person, of disposing of his estate 
to the exclusion on his own xe ee 

Again, upon the subject of land transfer, Mr. Bright 
has the disadvantage which usually attends ignorance 
when exhibited in public dissertations. He seems to be 
unaware of the existence of the office which was founded 
by Lord Westbury's Land Transfer Act of 1862. Its 
whole object is to do what Mr. Bright says to be 
done, and its noble author must be admitted to bé about 
as competent and willing a person to make the éttem: 
in good faith as could ‘ found in the kingdom. It 
not quite fair, therefore, for Mr. Bright te ignore this 
fact, if he has been imformed of it, and, if he has not, 
then his want of information is wholly inexcusable in so 
prominent a member of Parliament, and so bold a de- 


claimer upon popular grievances. 

‘The greater part of his s is devoted to the topic 
of primogeniture, which, although a very marked feature 
of our legal system, belongs, as @ subject of discussion, 
rather to the province of Politics or Economy, than to 
that of Law. Mr. Bright thus states the question >— 

In the greatest portion of the continent of Europe, in France, 
in Germany, in Belgium, in Holland, in Norway, and it is 
likely to spread over Europe, the state of the law is thiss—It 
follows what I believe to be the natural law of affection and 
justice between parents and children, that a large portion of the 
property of the parent must be by will, or, if not. by will, 
law will order it to be equally divided among the chil 
That is the case with respect to all property but land. A 
the property of the parent, according to the number of 
children, must be divided among them, except what may be 
given by wili. You are to be frightened by this law 
quest, as if it was something very dreadful. Why it 
follows the rule which merchants and manufacturers’ and 
other people in the world have followed im latter 
in treating their children with equal 
equal justice, Go to the United States and. you, 
see a different state of the law from what you will find in t 
country, There a man may leave his property as 
among his children. Because the United States’ law 
that natural affection and justice form of 
cient law in the majority of cases, and, therefore, that it is 
necessary to enforce them by any statute. Ifa mam ¢ 
without a will, the law of the United States takes his 
perty, and, looking upon his children with equal aff 
equal justice, makes that distribution which it believes the 
just and loving parent would have made. But if you come to 
this country what do you find? ‘This,—that with regard to 
all kinds of property, except that which is called real property 
—the land of the country and the houses. upon it—our law 
does exactly the same. It divides it equally sarong. fhe, chil- 
dren, because it knows that that is what the parent have 
done, and would have doneifhe had been a good parent. (C 
But, when it comes to the question of land, then, contrary 3 
European law, which makes a statute according to natural 
justice, contrary to tle United States’ law, which, when there 
is no will, makes a law in accordance with natural justies, 
our Jaw does exactly that which natural justice would forbid, 
(Cheers.) I should like to know if ee 
deny this. Personalty,—that is, property which is not 
—is divided equally; the property which is land is not 
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equally, but is given to the oldest son inalump. Now, tell 
me whether the principles which the law of Europe for the 
most part wishes to enforce, that which the law of America 
enforces when there is no will, that which we enforce when 
land is out of the question—tell me if that is not a more just 
Jaw, approving itself to the hearts of men and before the eye of 
heaven, than the law by which we send as beggars into the 
world half-a-dozen children in order that we may make one 
rich in the possession of the land. (Cheers.) 


We shall not here discuss whether the partibility of 
land upon the death of its intestate owner is more in 
accordance with “ natural justice,” than the rule of primo- 
geniture, as that is a question which hardly comes 
within our proper province. We may be excused, how- 
ever, from offering some observations, such as would 
occur to the mind of any lawyer upon reading the pas- 
sage which is here given. If the light of reason and 
natural affection pronounce themselves so somely in 
favour of equal partition between sons and daughters, 
it is remarkable that the contrary rule has widely 
prevailed among mankind as long as we have any authen- 
tic records of its history; although, no doubt, Mr. 
Bright’s contention is by no means wanting in the sup- 
port of well-established precedents. Thus, while on 
the one hand, the Jews, and some of the Greeks, and 
also ef the ancient Celtic and Saxon tribes, gave the 
preference to males the Romans and Norsemen ad- 
mitted all the children to the inheritance; and the 
Udal laws of Orkney used to provide in the time of 
Washington Irving's ancestors, if they do not still pro- 
vide, for an equal division of the lands among the sons 
and daughters. This was not improbably the rule two 
theta years ago, throughout the greater portion of 
these kingdoms. And it was only in slow process of 
time that the males got the upper hand, and in still 
more recent times that the rule of primogeniture 
became established. Mr. Bright is, therefore, en- 
titled to insist upon a respectable claim to anti- 
quity, as well as upon an appeal to the laws of 


other civilized States of the present time in 
support of his views; but the question is one 
which may be brought to a test of a more 


practical character, and one which will, therefore, 
be better appreciated by the majority of English people. 
Mr. Bright is, perhaps, not aware that, according to the 
custom of gavelkind which prevails in the county of 
Kent, and in a qualified manner over copyhold lands in 
various parts of the kingdom, the rule that he advocates 
has been, so far as males are concerned, from time im- 
memorial, and is to the present day, in full force. Ac- 
cording to the law of gavelkind, land descends in equal 
shares among the male heirs, and, in default of sons, to 
all the daughters ; so that, when an owner dies intestate, 
leaving a brother, and a number of nephews, the sons of 
a deceased brother, and other descendants of other 
brothers (who would be entitled to come in as represent- 
ing their deceased parents) the land may be divisible 
into a great number of portions—as, indeed, is often the 
case ; and, as there has been experience of this state of 
things for very many centuries, it would only require a 
little local investigation to ascertain the special results 
which it has produced. As mere lawyers, we may 
venture to say that it is not calculated to facilitate the 
transfer of real property, or, at all events, the proof of 
title to it; and, as this is a point which is self-evident, 
we merely mention it. It may, however, be worth 
the consideration of those who are anxious to make land 
as marketable a commodity as one of Mr. Gladstone’s stock 
certificates, or a debenture, which may be legally trans- 
ferred by mere manual delivery. We entirely agree 
with Mr. Bright that the alteration in the law which he 
proposes would probably not be without some moral 
effect in the country, although we do not quite assent 
to his way of putting it. “It would,” he says, “take 
the tremendous sanction of the law and place it ou the 
side of good.” There is no doubt that an important 


rule of law like that of primogeniture so operates on 





public opinion as in the course of time to become part 
of the national creed. It acquires a kind of sanctity 
in the eyes of the nation, and acts indirectly with most 
effect. It requires no little moral courage for the 
owner of an estate to deprive the “heir” of it. In 
taking any such step, he could hardly avoid the rr 
cion that he was invading a natural right, and that his 
memory would be exposed to obloquy for what Societ; 
might call an act of spoliation. Mr. Bright, therefore, is 
quite correct when he estimates the importaace of the 
rule as far more extensive than its direct operation 
would seem to indicate. But that question is one with 
which lawyers have little to do, although, perhaps, no 
class of the community could afford more copious illus- 
tration of the wide and silent effects of rules of law far 
beyond the sphere to which they are confined. 





“LAND-CREDIT ” COMPANIES. 

As we anticipated in our impression of December 26, 
when reviewing Mr. Henriques’ pamphlet on Land 
Credit and Mortgage Companies, a Land Securities Com- 
pany (Limited) is announced. The International Fi- 
nancial Society (Limited) proposes to receive subscrip- 
tions for such a company. Good lawyers are bad 
speculators. “ Debentures,” “ negotiable land securities,” 
“land credit,” and other terms by which the relation of 
debtor and creditor is made to smell, like Esau’s assumed 
raiment, of the field, excite caution and inquiry rather 
than commercial sensation in persons conversant with 
mortgages, charges, judgments, and the like. Where 
the man on ’Change kindles with the enthusiasm of en- 
terprise, the Lincoln’s-inn lawyer thinks of the quillets 
and quiddities of conveyancing. Perhaps he thinks 
too much of them, and, instead of taking the city view, 
that commercial business forces its way over, under, 
and by the side of legal obstacles—any way, so that it is 
not stopped by them—he is too apt to look at law as 
controlling such business. Neither Lincoln’s-inn Hall 
nor Westminster Hall really does rule the course of 
buyers and sellers, or of lenders and borrowers, on the 
Thames Rialto, or, perhaps, in any other place where 
merchants ‘most do congregate.” But, at times, some 
unhandy enactment about a writing, some awkward 
principle, come down from the feudal days of old Coke, 
about instruments under seal, or some doctrine of part- 
nership liability, startles the commercial world with a 
disastrous afterclap. A company breaks, and every mem- 
ber’s legal sins find him out. A stock-broker makesdefault, 
and everybody strains every point of law to visit his 
loss upon somebody else. ‘The speculator runs the | 
blockade a dozen times, when the thirteenth the shot 
flies across his bows, and he surrenders or sinks. 

Ideas of this kind force themselves on us, by our second 
nature, at the bare mention of a Land Securities 
Company, Limited (or Unlimited). But, like prudent 
practitioners, we had now better state the case. Accord- 
ing to an advertisement which has recently appeared, a 
large capital, of million power, is to be subscribed in 
shares of £50 each, but only half the number of shares 
is to be issued at present, and no more than £10 per 
share to be called ; so that, in case of accidents, there 
would be a margin of liability within the limit. Be- 
sides the International Finance Society (Limited), which 
is toact as a “ finance committee” (we do not exactly see 
that much else than finance will be t by the 
company), there are to be sixteen directors, all, certainly, 
men of some mark, to constitute a board, under the pre- 
sidency of “ His Grace,” a Duke, in whose ancestor, at 
Ramilies, we may say, without meaning any pe 
disrespect to the living, we should have had greater 
confidence than we have in himself, at the company's 
offices in Old Broad-street, or in Old Palace-yard. but 
with that we have nothing to do, as we are not writing 
with any expectation or any apprehension of a letter of 
allotment. ‘The prospectus commences by calling atten- 
tiop, to “the fact” that, in this country, landed pro- 
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perty is less “ negotiable as a fund of credit ” than it is in 
any other European State, as, for instance, by means of 
the “banks of hypothécation” (we have no pedantic 
objection to the accent in connexion with the English 
word “ banks,” but rather like it for its genuine look) 
in Prussia, Austria, and Holland, the Credit Foncier of 
France, &c. What the law of real property may be in 
Prussia, Austria, Holland, France, and the other several 
States of Europe, we do not know. We wish we did. 
We should be content with half the knowledge which 
the parties responsible for the advertisement have, or 
ought to have, of comparative real property law. It has 
cost us so much time and trouble to gain anything like a 
working knowledge of this branch of our own law, 
that we despair of ever being able to follow the theories 
of “land credit” speculators up to the Carpathian moun- 
tains, or even so far as the Rhine. Beyond the white 
cliffs they may be safe from our criticisms. But here, in 
England, land being “ negotiable as a fund of credit ” can 
only mean being capable of mortgage, or of charge, under 
instruments of specific operation, and being capable, in 
itself, or in the charge of transfer by the mortgagee or 
incumbrancer, under instruments equally specific. All 
such instruments differ, in every conceivable manner and 
degree in which instruments can differ, from anythin 
which, in this country, is “ negotiable.” That wor 
means, we take it, that a debt evidenced by a certain kind 
of writing, is, what otherwise it could not be, assignable 
at law by an endorsement. Such a process is, by the law 
of England, wholly inapplicable to any debt as a debt 
secured on land, or, in any way, to land as a security for 
any debt. “ Negotiable,” applied, in this country, to land 
is calculated to mislead, though a duke be, or the whole 
peerage were, in the prospectus — nay, the more so. 
“Fund of credit "—/fundamentum, foundation, bottom— 
may pass as advertisement rhetoric; but, in the island 
where banks are established without acute accents, land 
is best known as “real security.” If by “fund,” be 
meant aggregate fund of a company, we shall have a 
word more to say, presently, about this term. 

The principle on which Jand is to become “ negoti- 
able as a fund of credit” is by the intervention of the 
proposed company, “ with large subscribed capital and 
consequent credit, enabling it to raise money on the most 
favourable terms, as an intermediary between borrowers 
and lenders seeking investment on landed security.” At 
present, while the lender and borrower are in com- 
munication without an intermediary, credit is the very 
thing which is not needed. The virtue of land se- 
curity is, that it supplies the want of credit. For the 
purposes of the relation between mortgagor and mort- 
gagee, credit has no proper meaning at all. Now, 
credit is one of the costliest things in commerce ; some- 
body must pay for it whenever it is used; and we are 
asked to believe that a relation, where the use of credit 
is not now necessary, will be made “ more favourable” 
by the introduction of this costly element as an avowed 
consequence of the new ang sap intervention. Ina 
country like Austria, where, from its want of liberal de- 
velopment, money capital is, in comparison with Eng- 
land, small in proportion to land capital, and there is little 
commercial concentration ; or, in a country like France, 
where, again, from want of political stability, there is 
neither the accumulation of personal cai nor the 
amount of confidence in title even to real property, 
which are requisite for the adequate employment of the 
labour of a great, abundant, and energetic people-—hence 
national workshops and socialistic theories — we can 
readily understand that the collection of capital by a so- 
ciety formed for the special purpose of making loans upon 
8 may afford a convenience for which lender and 
borrower are willing to pay. As a stimulus, too, it wins 
the support of Governments abroad. But that England, 
after nearly two centuries of freedom from revolution, 
and half-a-century of almost unbroken European past 
with her coal, her iron, her colonies, her gold fields, 
-her railways, her ships, her ports, her cities, and her men, 





should be represented to have money capital in such a 
weak proportion to her little sea girt farm, as to demand 
the aid of such an intermediary between, en the one 
part, the bank, the insurance office, the building society, 
the trustee, the thrifty industrial, the retinal money- 
maker, and the sa ace | emigrant, and, on the other i. 
the landowner, certainly astonishes us. We could not 
believe it, even were the aforesaid descendant of the 
hero of Ramilies to come out of the board room to us 
and testify on his honour to “the fact.” The notorious 
fact is that difficulty, if any, is on the side of the in- 
vestor, and not of the mortgagor. It is the lender who 
must search for a mortgage. Whether a land credit 
company will help brim to one, we will show before we 
end these remarks. 

Not only are the relations between lenders and bor- 
rowers on land to become more favourable by the inter- 
vention of credit, but the company is to make advances 
on land “ with promptitude,” and “ at small attendant 
expense.” The public is reminded that “ the difficulty, 
delay, and heavy costs incurred in effecting the mort- 
gage of even first-class property are well known.” The 

ublic is informed that there are “ numerous valuable 
interests arising out of land which are at present almost 
wholly unavailable as a source of credit, especially in 
times of financial depression.” What, let us ask, is 
meant by the “ difficulty” of effecting a first-class mort- 
gage as distinguished from the ex and delay? A 
mortgage is first-class precisely when there is no other 
difficulty than these. Weare too, do the expense and 
delay spring? From the necessary investigation of the 
title. Will this investigation be dispensed with, or be 
less carefully made by the company than by a pri- 
vate lender? If so, the worse, we say, for the lender 
through the “intervention.” Does the company intend 
to make advances upon “valuable interests” on which 
a private mortgagee would not lend? If so, the worse, 
we say again, for the lender to the company. It is per- 
fectly clear that thus, even in respect of title, the lender 
would not have the “land security” which he may now 
enjoy. An expectation that, on any sound principle, 
mortgages to a company can be easier, or cheaper, or 
pec on than to a private person, is delusive. Is it 
true of mortgages to insurance offices? Then why of 
mortgages to this company ?—unless its solicitors and 
conveyancers are to work for it by contract. That isa 
matter which the profession will do well to sift. But it 
is in times of “financial depression” that the company 
is to be useful—useful to the owners of unmarket- 
able securities, above all others; so that, if we under- 
stand his Grace rightly, he holds out to the . 
gentle and simple, learned and unlearned, that in 
times when the doors of the company shall be besieged 
by the holders of its debentures (we will come to them 
presently), clamorous for gold, its parlour will be 
thronged with successful applicants for loans on interests 
“ valuable,” but confessedly inconvertible, and, in fact, 
‘“‘wholly unavailable as a source of credit.” If any 
practical proof were wanting of a known and dangerous 
plethora of money capital in the country at the present 
time, such proof would be eminently conspicuous in 
this one Paragraph of this ducal address. He that runs 
may read it. 

Such being the principle, in what manner does a 
“land securities” company intend to work? According 
to the public advertisement, this company will issue 
“‘ mortgage debentures” at fixed rates of interest, pay- 
able half-yearly, for shorter or longer terms, as may 
suit investors. For the purpose of profit, the company 
estimates that the amount of its operations ma, 
fifteen or twenty times the amount of its workin 
capital, and that a “ moderate commission ” on the for- 
mer amount will yield an income. In other words, the 
income will arise from charging the mortgagor @ 
rate of interest than the “ mortgage debentures” be 
made to carry. When money is scarce, as matters are 
now managed, an “investor” may always get five 
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r cent. on a deposit-note from the best banks. Will 
e be content with a less rate, on a so-called mort- 

debenture? Will his rate of interest generally be 
below the market commercial rate by reason of his 
holding such an instrument? If not, adding the 
commission, we see at once that mortgagors in the 
hands of the “intermediary” will fare rather badly. 
Their relation to the mortgagee will certainly not be im- 
proved. 

Before attempting to answer the two questions just 
asked, we must a] another—W hat, in point of se- 
curity, isa “mortgage debenture?” One knows what 
a railway debenture or a a, bond is (for debenture 
means no more than bond):—the oBligee is entitled, by 
statute, to be paid out of the tolls or other property or 
effects of the company ; which property is mainly fixed. 
So, in cases of bonds payable by statute out of rates or 
the like, there is a fixed fund. The obligee has a direct 
hold on something which cannot be paid away or made 
away with like money, Now, let us consider the pro- 
posed mortgage debenture. I., an intermediary, with 
£10,000 in his pocket, lends that sum to B., a borrower, 
and takes a mortgage from him, accompanied, of course, 
with the title deeds, in the usual manner. L., a lender} 
with £10,000 in his pocket, afterwards comes to I., and 
offers him a loan of the money. Ordinarily L. would 
take a transfer of the mortgage, with the deeds. If he 
were not so well advised, he might take a charge on the 
mortgage, either without the deeds, but endorsing on 
the mortgage deed a memorandum of his charge, or with 
the deeds (including the mortgage deed) and without 
such @ memorandum ; or he might take a simple deposit 
of all the deeds. In any of these cases he would have 
a land security. But let us suppose that L. lends his 
money, not adopting any of these courses, but taking, 
without any deeds whatever, an instrument in the form 
of a covenant or bond by I. to pay principal and interest, 
and a general charge of them on the mortgages or real 
securities which are, or, for the time being, so long as 
any principal or interest shall remain unpaid, shall be- 
long to I. Higher than this a mortgage debenture can- 
not, consistently with its objects, put the lender's 
security. The debenture will be his only document, 
and there will be no specific relation between it and any 

rticular mortgage held by I. For the plan is, that when 

. has received L.’s £10,000, I. shall lend it to another 
borrower, C., on another mortgage, and issue more 
debentures to more lenders, M., N., &c., and so on; the 
result being, that I. has, on the one hand, a number of 
real securities, as his aggregate assets, and, on the other, 
a number of debentures afloat, as his aggregate lia'ilities. 
Then, under this system, what will be the position of the 
lenders, L., M., N., &c.? Will they haye any lan secu- 
rity? None at all. I may, at any time, either by transfers 
of his mortgages, or through redemption by B., C., &c, 
his mortgagors, re-possess himself, in money, of his ten- 
thousands, without let or hindrance by L., M., N,, &c., 
of whose equities the transferrees or mortgagors have no 
notice. If they had, or could in any way be held to have, 
notice, let us mark the alternative. Transfer or redemp- 
tion of any mortgage would be impossible, unless the trans- 
ferree or mortgagor got a discharge from all the debenture- 
holders. but, of course, the system will not admit of 
any such notice. An application, says the prospectus, is 
to be made to Parliament, next session, for a special Act 
in aid of the company’s operations. Whether Par- 
liament will be disposed to aid operations, under the 
guise of which lenders are told that they hold land secu- 
rity, when the truth is that, “in times of financial de- 
pression,” any amount of the land security, may, without 
their knowledge, be suddenly converted into portable 
cash to meet arun of the debenture-holders, remains 
to be seen. But, at least, cannot a debenture-holder, 
if, some fine morning, he finds the doors closed, bring 
an action on his covenant or bond and get a judgment, 
and thus, at once, gain & security in the mo land 
of the company—that is, assuming that, at a crisis, any 








mortgage land remain in its hands? No; he cannot, if 
the company realise the mortgage before his execution 
on the judgment (18 Vict. c. 15, s. 11). Meanwhile, the 
company would be the victim of a general scramble, if 
and so long as a scramble were not averted or stop 

by a winding-up order. Consequently, to the question 
—whcether, in a mortgage debenture, there will be any- 
thing to content a lender with less than the market com- 
mercial rate of interest ?—we answer, no. Therefore, the 
mortgagor must pay the company more than such 
rate ; else, where will be the company’s profit? If so, 
what becomes of the principle of intervention with 
“large subscribed capital, and consequent credit,” be- 
tween mortgagor and mortgagee ? 

Our hand-writing on the wall, in the midst of this 
land securities feast, may doubtless turn the digestion of 
some of the guests, and spoil the appetite of others ; 
but when, in the names of a peer of the highest rank 
and of seven members of Parliament, and as many 
more M.P.s as there may be latent among the Interna- 
tional Society directors, we see held out to the public, 
and to the profession, as land security something which 
is not land security, it is peculiarly our province and 
our duty to take soundings and to warn, lest the promised 
land turn out to be a shoal for the ignorant or the unwary. 
Moreover, even in a commercial view, we have done no 
more than exercise our undoubted right to test, by 
economical principles, the probability of advantage in a 
company which obviously threatens to — by 
means of its sole agency, all those professional services 
which are now rendered to investors by their own 
several private solicitors. 








REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


“SHARE” CONSTRUED IN KEEPING A PROPERTY 
TOGETHER. 


Dutton v. Crowdy, M. R., 12 W. R. 222, 


A long continued practice of construing instruments of 
a certain kind not technically, but according to inten- 
tion, has the effect ultimately of attaching a technical 
force to common words. The technical use of words in 
wills forms, at this day, a longer chapter in the law 
than the technical use of words in deeds. There 
can indeed be no rules of construction respecting 
words, until those words have become in a great 
degree terms of art. Thus, “share” is one of the com- 
monest words in the language, and is, doubtless, 
in almost all cases used by testators in its ordinary sense, 
yet in wills this word has a peculiar power in deciding or 
influencing the decision between joint tenancy and 
tenancy in common, and between vesting and being in 
contingency. In the present case the question was as to 
the construction of the word “share ” in relation to the 
taking by children in remainder among one another, with 
a view to keep the devised property together, and so that 
it might, in default of issue of all the children, go over 
asa whole. Here, again, “ share” has acquired a kind of 
technical meaning. In an old case, heard by Mr. Justice 
Buller, for Lord Chancellor Thurlow ( Worlidge v. Chur- 
chill, 3 Bro. C. C. 465), the testator gave the money to 
arise from real property devised to be sold in trust for 
Rosalba, Edward, William, and John Worlidge, tobe oy 
divided amongst them on attaining twenty-one, but if any 
died before that age, “such deceased child’s share ” to go 
to the survivors or survivor, and in case all the four chil- 
dren should happen to die before twenty-one, then the 
“trust money ” was to go over. Rosalba alone attained 
twenty-one, and, on the intention manifested by the tes- 
tator of keeping the trust money as an 
fund, the “share” of a child to go to the survivors 
was construed to include accruing shares; so that 
Rosalba was held entitled to the whole fund. In like 
manner in Doe v. Birkhead, 4 Ex. 110, where a limitation 
in remainder, by a marriage settlement, was to the chil- 
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dren as tenants in common in tail, and, in case one or 
more died without issue, then, as to the share or shares 
of him or them, to the survivors or others as tenants in 
common in tail, and, if all but one should die without 
issue, or there should be only one, then to such one or 
only child in tail, and in default of issue, over; it was 
held that cross-remainders were created by apt words, and 
that “share” must be construed as including accruing, 
as well as original shares: and so, in equity, in Myre v. 
Marsden, 2 Keen, 573; Sillick v. Booth, 1 Y. & ©. €. ©. 
117; and Leeming v. Sherratt, 2 Hare, 14; also in 
Douglas v. Andrews, 14 Beav. 347, where the Master of 
the Rolls stated, as exceptions to the general rule, that 
“share” does not include accruing shares, the cases, 
firstly, where the testator so expresses himself in his will, 
as to show that he intends the accruing shares to go over 
as well as the original shares; secondly, where there is 
an “aggregate fund,” which the testator expresses a dis- 
tinct intention to keep unsevered. 

The devise in the principal case was, in effect, to the 
child and children of J. 8., as tenants in common in tail, 
and, in case any one or more died without issue, then, as 
to “ the share or shares of him, her, or them,” to the use 
of the eldest surviving son for the time being of J. %., 
in tail, and, in case there should not be any such son, 
then to the survivors or survivor and others or other of 
the children of J. S., as tenants in common in tail; and, 
if all such children but one should die without issue, or 
there should be but one, then to such surviving, or only 
child, in tail, and, in default of such child’s issue, then to 
E. S.in fee. J. 8S. had six children, of whom three died 
infants unmarried; another, the eldest son, who survived 
them and took their shares, died without issue; and the 
others, J. 8., the younger, and Mrs. C., were parties before 
the Court; the one party claiming, as the surviving son, 
not only the eldest son’s original share but also his accrued 
shares; the other party claiming, upon an implication of 
cross-remainders, a moiety of those accrued shares. The 
property would, for the purpose of the devise over of it to 
E. S. as an entire property, have been equally well kept to- 
gether upon the one contention as upon the other. But 
the point was, whether “share ” should be construed as 
including accrued shares, so that the devolution of the 
children’s interests among one another should follow a 
course indicated by the testator, or the course of devolu- 
tion by cross-remainder, be implied by law—according to 
a well-known rule of implication, from a gift over being 
dependent on a failure of the issue of all the children, 
and therefore not being intended to take effect so long as 
there is any child, or any issue of any child. Cross- 
remainders in the accrued shares would obviously give 
Mrs. C. a half of them. Such a construction, the Master 
of the Rolls held, would be “a singular piece of refine- 
ment.”’ The deyise would, in fact, if cross-remainders 
were implied, be construed half by expression and half 
by implication. Such a piecemeal mode of construction 
in dealing with wills would even be more than singular. 
Hence the whole of the deceased eldest son’s shares, 
original and accrued, were adjudged to J. 8., the 
younger. 

This case, therefore, somewhat extends the exceptions 
specified by the Master of the Rolls in Douglas vy. Andrens. 
It may be added to the law of that case, that, although, 
in order to carry out the testator’s intention of preserving 
the aggregate fund, it be not absolutely necessary to 
construe “share” as including accruing shares, yet that 
construction will be preferred to the rigid meaning of 
“share,” aided by an implication of law. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 

(Sittings in Banco, before the Lorp Carer Justice, Mr. 

Justice Crompton, Mr. Justice BuackseurN, and Mr. Jus- 
tice MELLoR.) 

Jan, 22,—Re ——, an Attorney.—Mr. Littler moved for a 

rule calling on an attorney of this court to show cause why he 





should not be struck off the rolls, on the ground of the fol- 
lowing alleged misconduct. In the year 1859, one Captain 
Edgar was committed by the magistrates at Liverpool to take 
his trial for an assault upon the mate of the yessel of which 
he was the captain. The attorney in question was ultimately 
retained to defend him, and between the time of his committal 
and his trial a sum of £60 was deposited in the hands of this 
attorney, with which he was, if possible, to compromise the 
matter. However, this was not done; the captain, when 
brought up for trial, pleaded guilty to the charge, and was sen- 
tenced to fifteen months’ imprisonment. Upon the expiration 
of his term of imprisonment, he made many but fruitless 
attempts to obtain a return of tlie £60 which had been depo- 
sited with the attorney, and had been, up to the present time, 
absent on Jong voyages. 

Their Lorpsuirs thought that the application ought to have 
been made earlier, and that this looked more like an attem 
to procure the money from the attorney than to purge the 
on the ground of the attorney’s misconduct, for which reason 
they refused the rule. 


Jan. 25.—In re Mr. E. L. Levy, an Attorney.—In this case 
Mr. Jf. Chambers, Q.C., with whom was Mr. C. Pollock, who 
had obtained a rule nisi, calling upon Mr. E. L. Levy to show 
cause why he should not be struck off the rolls of the court, 
moved to make the rule absolute. 

Mr. Hawkins, Q.C., Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, and Mr. J. 0. 
Griffits appeared to show cause against the rule. Mr. Haw- 
kins, at great length, and with considerable minuteness, gave 
a history of the legal proceedings out of which the present com- 
plaints arose, and proceeded to enter upon the —_— charges 
complained of—viz., charging for subpenas that had never been 
issued, and the payment of conduct money which had never 
been paid, when he was interrupted by 

The Lorp Cu1EF Justice, who said the charges were such 
that they ought to go before the master for his investigation, 
and for him to report on the case, That would be a far more 
satisfactory proceeding than examining such a complicated 
matter in a public court, 

Mr. Hawkins said he had a complete and he believed satis- 
factory answer to all the charges, and his client was most 
anxious to have them investigated. The complaints against 
Mr, Levy were not made by the persons interested in the ‘ac- 
tions or by the Incorporated Law Society, but by Mr. Charles 
Lewis, his uncle, and also by his. cousin, who were c 
against him by the most vindictive feelings, the former having 
on more than one occasion said he would never rest satisfied 
until he had sent him shoeless and a beggar into the streets. 

Mr, Chambers said that was denied by Mr. Charles Lewis 
in his affidavits. He was not the attorney for the rule, 

The matter was referred to Master Unthank to investigate 
the charges, and report the result to the Court for their con- 
deration. . 


——In re an Altorney.—Mr. Henry James applied, on 
behalf of James Fagg, for a rule calling upon an attorney 
of this court to show cause why he should not answer the mat- 
ters contained in an affidavit, and pay over the sum of £64. 
Fagg was administrator under a will by which a Mrs. Baldwin 
became entitled to a legacy of £114. In April, 1858, the 
parties, who are in humble circumstances, were introduced to 
the attorney. He accompanied them to the stock broker, who 
sold ont thestock, and he was about to hand the money over to 
the administrator and the legatee, but the attorne nore 
and requested he would send his crossed cheque to him, ry 
applied on the following day to the attorney for the money, 
when he told them that his partner, who was fond of yachti 
had gone on a yachting excursion and taken the cheque- 
with him, and that when he was on these excursions no 
money could be paid. The parties called on the attorney 
almost daily. They obtained from him £46, and, not being 
able to get more, they employed another attorney, who 
an action against him, obtained judgment, and sighed execution, 
when the first attorney became insolvent, and no money was 

aid. 

. The Lorp CuieF Justice said the parties appeared to have 
taken the remedy in their own hands, by treating it as a matter 
fit for an action at law. The learned counsel might take a 
rule calling on the attorney to answer the matters contained in 
the affidavit, but he doubted if they could make an attorney, 
who had become insolvent after the receipt of money, pay it 
over as asked. 

Rule granted accordingly. 
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COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Baron Potiock, and 
Barons Martin, BRAMWELL, and CHANNELL. 

Jan 21.—Jn re William Guy.—In this case a rule had been 
obtained calling upon the Incorporated Law Society to show 
cause why William Guy should not be released from White- 
cross-street, where he had been confined for twelve months, 
upon an attachment issuing from this court. 

Mr. J. Best now moved to make the rule absolute. 

Mr. Garth, who appeared on the part of the Incorporated 
Law Society, said he wished to do no more than state the 
nature of Guy’s misbehaviour. It appeared that, without being 
duly qualified to act as an attorney, he had carried on the 
business of an attorney under the name of Mr. Foley, whose 
authority for that purpose he had not obtained, and the Master 
found that he had also been practising in the names of different 
attorneys in various places, without having had their permis- 
sion to use their names. The learned counsel said that the 
Incorporated Law Society wished to leave the case entirely in 
their Lordships’ hands. 

The Courr made the rule absolute, and the prisoner will 
therefore be discharged. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr, Commissioner GOULBURN. ) 


Jan. 25.—Ex parte Burt, Re an Attorney.—Mr. Aldridge 
applied for a rule nisi calling upon an attorney of this court 
to show cause why his name should not be removed from the 
roll of attorneys practising here on the ground of misconduct. 

Mr. Commissioner GouLBurN.—Have you any affidavit in 
support of your application? 

Mr. Aldridge produced the following affidavit of Thomas 
Bart, the debtor :— 

1. I was desirous of petitioning the Court of Bankruptcy 
for adjudication against myself, and on the 21st day of Decem- 
ber, 1863, I was introduced by a friend to the defendant, to 
whom I explained my wish. 

2. The defendant agreed to carry my case through the Bank- 
ruptcy Court for the sum of £8. It was arranged that this 
money was to be paid to him in the following manner—viz. 
£5 was to be paid at once, and the other £3 by monthly in- 
stalments of £1 each. I at this interview paid the defendant 
£1, which he said he required for preliminary expenses. I 
also on this occasion gave him all the necessary information 
respecting my affairs and my debts, 

3. On the 23rd day of December, I again attended at the 
defendant's office and paid him £4 more, making the £5 agreed 
upon, and for which the defendant gave me a receipt, of which 
the following is a copy :— 

© 23 Dec., 1863. 

“ Received of Mr. Burt £1. £4 towards the costs of pro- 
tection in bankruptcy, and £3 more, by £1 a month, to be 
paid for my costs and charges up to order of discharge. 

“ 

I then signed my petition for adjudication of bankruptcy 
against myself, which petition was witnessed by the defendant, 
as the solicitor in the matter of the petition. I afterwards, on 
the same day, accompanied the defendant’s son to the court in 
Basinghall-street, where I swore before one of the registrars 
an affidavit verifying the statements in my petition, and the 
said petition and affidavit were thereupon filed in the said 
court and were allotted to Mr, Commissioner Goulburn. The 
defendant’s son then told me that the messenger of the court 
would come down to me on the Saturday or Monday following, 
and would at the same time bring me my protection. 

4. Hearing nothing further about the matter, I, on the 2nd 
day of January instant, went to the defendant's office, but saw 
no person but his wife, from whom I could learn nothing about 
my business. 

5. On the 4th day of January I again called at the defen- 
dant’s office, and again saw his wife, who informed me that 
my business was “going on all right,” and that I should re- 
ceive a letter from the defendant. 

6. Upon my return home, I found a letter from the defen- 
dant, of which the following is a copy :— 

“ Mr. Burt, “ Saturday night. 
_ “ Dear sir,—My son George shall meet you at twelve o'clock 
inthe Bankruptcy Court, on Tuesday; we cannot on Monday. 
I must be out of town, but there is nothing for you to be at all 
frightened about. Your landlord's claim is as good a protec- 
tion as the bankruptcy will be.—Yours, 


“ %» 





7. On the 5th day of January I received from the defendant 
another letter, of which the following is a copy:— 

‘+ Monday, 

“ Sir,—Under the present doubtful point of practice, I think 
you had better pay into court one instalment of your order.— 
Yours, " y 

In this last letter, postage-heads to the amount of five shil- 
lings were enclosed. I understood, from this letter that the 
five shillings was intended by the defendant to be applied by 
me in payment of an instalment of a debt for which I had been 
summoned in the county court, and in respect of which I 
feared that I might be arrested if I did not pay according to 
the order of the said county court. 

8. Not hearing anything further, I again went to the defen- 
dant’s office, on the 7th day of Jannary, when he told me that 
there was a doubtful point of practice involved in my ease; he 
further said that the point rested between Mr. Denny, tha 
counsel, and one of the commissioners, Being then under the 
impression that the defendant was deceiving me, I went to the 
Bankruptcy Court, and saw Mr. Denny, the counsel, who in- 
formed me that he knew nothing whatever of my business, 
I afterwards saw one of the registrars of the court, and from 
him I learned that he had my petition by him, but that no 
adjudication had been made under it. I then went to the de- 
fendant’s office, and told him that I wanted my protection. 
He said that he would attend to it at once, and arranged to 
meet me the next day (Friday, the 8th day of January) at 
the Bankruptcy Court. 

9. On the 8th day of January I accordingly went to the Bank- 
ruptcy Court; I waited there three or four hours, but the 
defendant did not appear, and I went home. Soon after I got 
home, I received a letter from the defendant, of which the fol- 
lowing is a copy:— 


“ ———, Friday morning. 

“Dear sir,—I am very sorry to tell you I canzot perform 
my promise to-day-—namely, obtaining your protection ; I 
cannot do it till Monday next. Obtain another £1, and 
come up that day, at twelve o'clock, at the Bankruptcy Court. 

“ Mr. Burt. rs 7 

10, On Monday, the 11th day of January, I went to the court 
as requested by the last letter, The defendant's son met me 
there; he told me to wait for an hour, and he would then have 
everything ready, for he had the money in his pocket to 
enable him to do so. I waited for three hours, but did not see 
him again; I thereupon went to the defendant’s office, and left 
word with his clerk that if I did not see the defendant on the 
following day, I should complain to the commissioner. 

11. On the same day I received a letter from the defendant, 
of which the following is a copy :— 

“___., Monday, Jan. 11, 1864. 

“ Sir, —I am not pleased with the remarks I hear you made 
at my office, but it is always the way with the people who 
pay least and have most kindness shown to them. I hear 
from my son that he made an appointment, which you did not 
keep, and he was obliged to come away on other business. I 
shall be very glad if you will speak to the commissioner. If 
I thought you could do it well, it would save me the trouble of 
employing counsel to do it, as we now intend todo, There is 
a disputed point of practice which has got to be settled—as to 
whether a certain three days for filing your account dates from 
the time of filing petition, or some subsequent event. 

“Tt is no good for you to come up till you hear again that 
this point is settled, and you must get some security for the 
rest of your costs. 

“ Mr. Burt.” 

I have not seen or heard from the defendant since the re- 
ceipt of his last letter. 

I further say that I am informed, and believe, that up to 
this time the defendant has neither obtained adjudication under 
the petition in bankruptcy, filed in my behalf, nor filed the 
preliminary list of my creditors, required by the Bankruptcy 
Act; and that, in consequence, my petition must necessarily 
be dismissed, and is of no use whatever. 

And I say that I am in great indigence, and have been sued 
by some of my creditors, and am in fear of arrest at their in- 
stance; and that I am prevented thereby, in a great measure, 
from working at my trade of a shoemaker, and providing for 
the necessary support of my wife and five children, who are 
wholly dependent upon my labour for their subsistence. 

14, And I say, lastly, that I have no means whatever out 
of which I could pay the expenses of another petition to the 
Court of Bankruptcy. 

Mr. Commissioner GoULBURN.—Have you an affidavit show- 


— ———, 


SS ee eee, 
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ing that the defendant is on the roll of attorneys of this court? 

Mr. Aldridge.—Yes, 

Mr. Commissioner GoutBurN.—Very well. You may take 
arule nisi, It is only right that these poor suitors should be 
protected. All this unfortunate debtor can do now is to go to 
prison, and there petition in formd pauperis. 

Rule nisi granted. 

(Before Mr, Commissioner Fane), 

Jan. 27—In re Richard Hooper Mortimore.—The bank- 
rupt was described as of 5, Clifton-villas, Camden-square, 
attorney. He now applied for his release from custody. ° The 
debts are returned at £682, with assets doubtful, and the 
bankrupt attributed his failure to insufficiency of income. The 
assets consist of a good debt for £450, payable by instalments, 
due from Mr. James Walton, 4, Lawrence Pountney-hill, City, 
railway contractor. On the 20th of October, 1863, the bank- 
rupt gave a bill of sale to secure £80 to Mr. William Kearns, 
of Bloomsbury-pilace. 

His Honour released the bankrupt from custody, 





CLERKENWELL POLICE COURT. 

Jan. 22.—Mr. Edward Bouck, who described himself as late 
of Baltimore Villa, Newbold-road, Leamington, and now of 14, 
Islington-road, Birmingham, of no business, was charged under 
5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 62, s. 18, on a summons, with making a false 
declaration to Mr. John Howard Williams, an officer now by 
law authorised to take and receive declarations. 

Mr. Beard, solicitor, of Basinghall-street, said he was in- 
structed to por iee in this case by Mr. Hollingsworth, an 
auctioneer, of 13, High Holborn. It appeared that the defend- 
ant had called on the complainant and arranged for an advance 
of money to him on a bill of sale. Previously to the advance 
being made, the defendant had been asked what was the whole 
amount of his debts, and, after appearing to consider for some 
time, he said, “ About £50 or £60.” The complainant then 
filled up a declaration naming £75 as the outside amount of his 
debts and liabilities. It was handed to the defendant, who read 
it over, then signed it, and went with one of the complainant’s 
clerks to Bedford-row and swore to the truth of the contents of 
the declaration, On his return the money was lent to him as 
agreed upon, He (Mr. Beard) should be able to show that at 
the time the defendant made the declaration, that instead of his 
only owing £75, his debts exceeded £300. The defendant had 
since become a bankrupt, and he could not help saying that his 
client had been defrauded out cf his money by the false decla- 
ration the defendant had made. Having proved his case, he 
should ask the Court to send the defendant to the Central Cri- 
minal Court for trial. The offence which the defendant had been 
guilty of was a misdemeanour, but the Act provided that the 
punishment awarded should be the same as if the defendant 
had been guilty of perjury. 

Mr. Hollingsworth, having proved these facts, stated that a 
short time after he advanced the money, he received notice 
that the defendant had made himself a bankrupt. The pro- 
perty that had been made over to him by the defendant under 
the bill of sale had been taken possession of by the officers of 
the Court of Bankruptcy. 

Mr, D’Eyncovurr said he did not think that the declaration 
was one that came within the words of the Act of Parliament. 
The words in the clause were “all declarations that are neces- 
sary and proper.” He did not think that this was a case in 
which the declaration was “necessary and proper,” for all the 
complainant wanted with it was to make use of the court to 
strengthen his security. Jt would be better if a case were sub- 
mitted to the Court of Queen’s Bench, for its decision on the 
point, for he was often called upon to sign declarations which he 
did not think he ought to take, and he did refuse to sign a 
great many. He should not be surprised if he were called on 
some day to sign a declaration by a cook, declaring how many 
plums, and how much sugar, she had used in a pudding. He 
would adjourn the matter, for Mr. Beard to consider whether 
he would not leave the case for the Court above. The simple 
question would be, whether, such a declaration having been 
made, the magistrate had a right to refuse to act. 





LAMBETH POLICE COURT. 
_ _ Jan, 22.—Richard Raymond Grant, late managing clerk to 
Mr. Henry Pook, solicitor, of Camberwell-green, and 27, 
Basinghall-street, City, surrendered to his bail for final exami- 
nation, on a charge of embezzling several sums of money, 
eg by him for and on account of his master and em- 
ployer, 





Mr. James Lewis appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. 
Hutchinson for the defence. 

On the former examinations three distinct cases were estab- 
lished against the prisoner of receiving sums of money on 
account of his master, and not accounting for them; besides an 
alleged additional charge of forgery, iu writing the name of Mr. 
Pook on the back of a cheque received by him. 

Other evidence having now been adduced against the pri- 
soner, 

Mr. Hutchinson called Mr Prickett, a merchant in the piy, 
who said that in the summer of last year, he instructed Mr. 
Pook to recover the amount of two bills for him, amounting te 
£110, and called frequently at his office respecting the 
and saw the prisoner there, He went there as often a8 
or forty times, up to September, and was told that it was going 
on, though, as he afterwards learned, it had been settled on the 
22nd of July. Onthe 30th of September, from what he had 
heard he brought an action against Mr. Pook, and inhis state- 
ment to the jury, in his defence to that action, Mr. Pook said his 
clerk had settled the action without his knowledge, had received 
the money, and left him; and that he (Pook) had never received a 
farthing of it. He (witness) got a verdict for £84, and, on the 
night of the 8th inst., Mr. Pook came to his house in the country, 
as late as ten o’clock at night, and asked for time to pay the 
money for which he got a verdict, declaring at the time that 
his clerk had had the whole of the money, £47 10s.; and, from 
his assertion, he (witness) felt that the prisoner had received the 
money. Having met the prisoner a day or two before, he (Mr. 
Prickett) told him what Mr. Pook had asserted on the trial— 
namely, that he had received the money, and stuck to it; 
when Grant replied that he had paid the £40 to Pook in two 
notes of £20 each, and should make him give an apology. 

Mr. Norton.—Did you tell this to Mr. Pook when he called 
on you? Mr. Prickett,—I did, sir. 

Mr. Norton.—And I suppose you formed your own opinion 
of the matter? Mr. Prickett.—I really did—I thought there 
were a pair of them. In conclusion, the witness said he had 
not yet received any part of the money. 

Mr. Lewis was again about to address the bench, when 

Mr. Norton stopped him, and said he had ‘made up his 
mind to send the case before a jury, but should admit the 
prisoner to good bail, 

Mr. Lewis applied that he should be sent upon the forgery 
as well as the embezzlement, but Mr. Norton refused to do $0, 
and Mr. Lewis said he should certainly indict for that offence. 

The prisoner was then committed for trial, but liberated 





upon bail. 
MARYLEBONE POLICE COURT. 
Jan. 26.—Mr. William Gresham, a solicitor in practice in 
Basinghall-street, and who is also high bailiff of Southwark, 


appeared to answer “a summons for an assault taken out 
against him by Richard Spencer, a clerk in the servi¢e of Mr. 
T. Angell, a solicitor, under the following circumstances :— 

Mr. Wontner appeared for the complainant, and Mr. Tindal 
Atkinson attended on behalf of the defendant. 

Mr. Wontner having opened his case at some length, in sup- 
port of his statement called 

The complainant, who deposed that, on the 18th inst., 
he had to serve 2 summons upon the defendant to appear 
in the Bankruptcy Court as a witness on the 22nd. Tt was 
in a case of the name of Watts. He went to his office in 
Basinghall-street, when the clerk said defendant was not 
in, but requested him to call again about five o’clock. He 
(complainant) left, leaving his name. About ten minutes 
to five, he again called at the office, and was told that 
defendant had gone home. Complainant went on to where 
defendant ‘lived, at No. 10, Warwick-villas, Harrow-road. 
It was about eight o’clock when he got there. The servant 
answered the door, and said Mr. Gresham wasin.: She was 
told that he (complainant) wished to see him very particularly. 
The servant, after going into the drawing-room, returned and 
said that whatever he had for defendant he had better send it 
in. Complainant gave the servant the summons, and said if 
she came back and assured him that she had given it to her 
master he would be satisfied, as he did not wish to intrade 
upon his privacy. The servant went in again to the room, 
and returned in-a minute followed by the defendant, who, on 
seeing complainant, used a coarse expression, and said, “ it’s 
you is it, if you don’t get out of my house I will kick you out.” 
Defendant was a little distance off at the time. Complainant 
asked the seryant where the summons was, and upon that he 
(defendant) rushed at him with his fist up. Complainant 
turned his back to him to avoid the blows taking effect on his 
face. He was then kicked by him in the lower part of his back 
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The kick drove him out of the door, which was slammed imme- 
diately, and jammed his coat in, and he had to call “ Police!” 
in order that he might get released from the door. Defendant 
then opened the door, and he managed to get away. 

This being the case for the complainant, Mr. Atkinson 
called 

Anne Martin, housekeeper to Mr. Gresham, who stated that 
she remembered the complainant coming to the door. Her 
master and family were at tea, She opened the door to de- 
fendant, and left him standing uponthe mat. He asked where 
Mr. Gresham was. He was informed that he was in, and was 
requested to send in hisname. He gave his name as Spencer. 
He was then requested to send in his message. He (defén- 
dant) gave her a paper, and told her to place it in Mr, 
Gresham’s hand. She did so, and was told to show the com- 
plainant out. She left the dining-room, and held the street 
door in her hand. Mr. Gresham followed her to the door. 
When Mr. Gresham said show him (complainant) to the door, 
he was standing by the dining-room door, Mr. Gresham said 
if he did not go he would kick him out. He (Spencer) did 
not go then, but held up his finger, and said to her, ‘‘ You hear 
that, you hear that, you hear that.” Defendant did not go 
out, but stood upon the mat, She did not hear any coarse 
expression made use of. 

In reply to Mr. Yardley, 

Mr, Wontner said it was absolutely necessary that bank- 
ruptcy summonses ¢hould be served personally. 

Mr. YarDey considered that the defendant had acted very 
wrongly, and no doubt committed the assault, and said that 
he would not send him to prison without the option of paying 
a fine, but would order him to pay a fine of 40s. and costs, 
or, in default, to be imprisoned for fourteen days. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Dory or CouNsEL TOWARDS HIS CLIENT, 

I beg to submit the following statement on which, as I con- 
ceive, an important question arises affecting seriously the 
rights of suitors, and the duty of members of the bar towards 
them:—In October, 1858, A. and B., then the joint owners of 
a patent (originally granted to B. alone) for mill machinery, 
filed a bill against C. for an alleged infringement thereof, and 
praying the usual injunction, accounts, &c. The solicitor of 
C. immediately consults an eminent junior counsel of the 
equity Bar, D., on the defence, on which he visits the mill and 
inspects the machinery of the defendant, advises on the de- 
fence, and prepares the answer to the bill. After the filing of 
the answer, and in June, 1859, notice of motion for an injunc- 
tion is served by the plaintiffs. D.,as counsel of the defen- 
dant, advises on the evidence to be given on his behalf, and 
settles the drafts of the numerous affidavits to oppose the 
motion. He attends, as counsel of the defendant, the cross- 
examination of the plaintiff B., and of the several other depo- 
nents making affidavits on the motion; he accepts the brief on 
the part of the defendant, and attends the consultation with 
his two leaders (Queen’s counsel), instructed for defendant to 
oppose the application. The motion, waich might probably 
have decided the cause, was not brought on by the plaintiffs, 
and the suit remained pending without any further steps being 
taken by them. In April, 1863, B., one of the plaintiffs, and 
who was the original patentee, obtained an extension of the 
terms of the patent, and, in the present month of January, 
@ommenced an action at law against C. in respect of alleged 
infringement, the suit above referred to being still pending. 
The papers are again submitted by the defondant’s solicitor to 
D., the defendant’s junior equity counsel, for further advice as 
to the proceedings to be taken in the suit so instituted in 1858 
by A.& B. D. returns them, with the information that he 
had since accepted a general retainer from B., and that he 
cannot further act for C. in the suit, the defence in which had 
hitherto been conducted on his, Ds, able advice, and he, 
moreover, on the 22nd inst., receives a retainer in that suit on 
behalf of the plaintiff. Can you inform me whether this is 
consistent with the right of the suitor, and with the duty of 
counsel towards the client in this particular case? 

Jan, 27. Tue DEFENDANT'’s SOLICITOR. 





LIABILITY OF HusBAND For Wi1Fr’s Depts, 
A. marries B., the widow of a deceased relative C. A few 
months after coverture, A. is sued for a debt contracted by B. 
during her former coverture with C. Does the fact of B. hav- 


ing a husband alive at the time the debt was contracted, make 





it void against A., or is he liable? I know of no casein point, 

and should feel obliged if some of your correspondents would 

kindly give me their opinions. LEGuULBIUSs. 
Bradford-on-Avon, Jan. 25. 








IRELAND. 


An important question of surety by bond was decided on 
demurrer, in the Court of Queen’s Bench, on the 21st inst., 
in the cause of Thompson v. Robarts and Another. The de- 
fendants entered into a bond with the Belfast Banking Com- 
pany, represented by the plaintiff, in the sum of £4,000, con- 
ditioned that Alexander Robarts, who went into the employ- 
ment of the bank in 1854, as a writing clerk, should discharge 
his duties faithfully, and give to the bank an account of all 
moneys, &c., which he should receive, and, at the discontinu- 
ance of his service, hand over all moneys, books, &c. He was 
to remain three years, at the end of which time either party 
might terminate the engagement by athree months’ notice. He 
continued in the employment of the bank nine years— 
viz., to February, 1863, when, as it was stated, he ab- 
sconded without giving any notice, and the plaint charged 
he had £5,000 in his possession, which he had embezzled. The 
defence was, that according to the bond, Robarts was to act 
only as writing clerk, whereas, before the alleged breach of the 
condition in the bond, the company had transferred him from 
that position to the position of cashier of their branch bank at 
Ballymena, the duties of which were much greater, and more 
difficult to perform, and that the breach took place after his 
appointment as cashier, and after the lapse of some years from 
the date of the bond. The plaintiff demurred to the defence, 
and the Court held on argument that the bond did not bind the 
sureties for duties imposed upon Robarts, except during his 
service as writing clerk, and accordingly disallowed the de- 
murrer, and gave judgment for the defendants, who have thus 
escaped a very serious liability, 








REVIEW. 


Notanda in Law, Equity, Bankruptcy, Admiralty, Divorce, 
and Probate Cases. By TENtson Epwarps, Esq., of the 
Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Vol. I. Day, Carey- 
street, 

This publication, which in the month of May last we 
shortly noticed with approval, has now been continued up to 
the completion of what may be called its first volume. Thin 
in substance, but abounding in matter, it comprises only sixty 
pages of four columns, each column containing, on an average, 
rather more than six notes of decisions, It contains, on the 
whole, 1,637 notes, being decisions of the superior courts of 
England and Ireland on between 1,300 and 1,400 cases; and 
we think we are justified in saying that it is rich in matter as 
an egg is full of meat. When we say they are “ decisions,” we 
do not precisely convey our meaning, or the intention and ob- 
ject of the learned annotator, for we observe that, although the 
great majority of the notes contain a most accurate and con- 
densed note of the actual point decided, yet, in some of the 
cases, not compressible into a small space, the notes are wisely 
confined to shadowing forth the questions and doctrine dis- 
cussed, and this, we think, effectually answers the design of the 
annotator, when we bear in mind the object of the work— 
namely, to enable professional men to have their text-books 
and statutes noted up, either by cutting up the notes and gum- 
ming them in, according to the directions at the head of each 
note; or to keep the work entire, and write in the number of 
the note in the text-book or statute. We are satisfied of the. 
great utility of the publication; and of the decided improvement 
it is over the old system of noting up law books. We must not 
fail to notice that, with the concluding number of the year, a 
handy little index is given to its contents, particularly 
useful to those who keep the work in its entirety; and we do 
not think that Mr, Edwards says too much in the following 
paragraph in the notice to the last number:— “ When the notes 
are cut up and placed in the text-book [and statutes] the prac- 
titioner finds the new law by looking to the old, so that, in fact, 
the index of the text-book becomes the index to ‘ Notanda.’ 
On the other hand, when the ‘ Notanda’ is kept whole, the 
index to it forms a partial index to all the text-books referred 
to in the ‘ Notanda.’ By these means, we have both an analy- 
tical and synthetical process of arriving at all the law upon 

any given subject,” 
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In conclusion, we must give our unqualified approbation to 
that portion of the index relating to decisions on statutes, from 
g glance at which, every decision, on any particular statute or 
section of a statute, can at once be found. We think it very 
likely that, when the usefulness of this little publication be- 
comes more generally known, it will be largely adopted by the 
profession ; and one advantage of it will be, to make old 
editions of text-books, thus roted up, quite as serviceable as 
new ones—and often, indeed, rather more so—for they will 
contain not merely the names of the recent decisions, but their 
yery pith and marrow. 


DINNER TO MR. JUSTICE SIEE. 

The members of the Home Circuit entertained Mr. Justice 
Shee on ‘'hursday evening at the Albion Tavern, on the occa- 
sion of his elevation to the judicial bench. The attendance 
was most numerous, nearly 200 of the members of the circuit 
being present to evince their respect for their late leader, 
Judependently of those gentlemen now belonging to the circuit, 
several who were previously members availed themselves of the 
opportunity of testifying by their presence their satisfaction at 
the honour conferred on their former associate. Amongst the 
latter were Lord Chelmsford, Mr. Justice Willes, Mr. Baron 
Channell, Sir Fitzroy Kelly, Sir Erskine Perry, and the 
Recorder of London. 

The usual loyal toasts having been drunk, 

Mr. Montagu CHAMBERS, who presided, proposed the toast 
of the evening. He observed that it was unnecessary to refer 
to the career of the learned judge in the presence of those who 
had sO many opportunities of estimating his cha- 
racter. Their presence on that occasion afforded the most 
striking evidence of the esteem in which he was held, and ren- 
dered panegyric on his part superfluous. Notwithstanding 
this statement, however, the learned chairman proceeded to 
pass a warm eulogium on Mr. Justice Shee. He referred in 
eloquent terms to the rare ability, the strict integrity, and the 
kindliness of character of the late leader of the circuit, and con- 
cluded by calling upon those present to do honour to the toast 
in a manner benefiting the occasicn. 

The toast having been drunk with full honours, 

Mr, Justice Suee, who was hailed with loud and long-con- 
tinued cheering, proceeded to return thanks. He said that 
upwards of thirty years had elapsed since he had first joined 
the Home Circuit, and that, notwithstanding the high honour 
conferred upon him by his elevation to the judicial bench, he 
could not but feel a sentiment of sincere and deep regret at 
quitting a circuit with which he had been so long associated. 
He alluded with feelings of pleasure to the univorsal sense of 
satisfaction with which his elevation to the bench had 
been received. By his friends and acquaintances, such 
as those whom he saw around him, he expected as a matter 
of course that that event would be hailed with pleasure; 
but, when he reflected upon the unanimity with which all 
classes, however differing from ,him in opinions, had re- 
corded their approval, he could not but feel proud of be- 
longing to a nation in which such liberal sentiments were 
entertained. He referred to the vicissitudes of the pro- 
fession to which he belonged, and humourously alluded to the 
consolation which he not unfrequently found in the society of 
the Home Circuit when fortune seemed to frown upon him in 
the course of his career. He concluded an eloquent and im- 
pressive speech by thanking the circuit for the cordial re- 
ception they had given him, and, expressing the most sincere 
wishes for its future prosperity, resumed his seat amidst great 
applause. 

Lord Chelmsford, Mr. Justice Willes, Mr. Baron Channell, 
Sir Fitzroy Kelly, and Mr. Locke having severally returned 
thanks for toasts with which their names were associated, the 
healths of the chairman and the junior of the circuit were 
proposed, and the banquet came to a close. 














OBITUARY. 


SIR W. ATHERTON, M.P. 

Sir William Atherton, lately her Majesty’s Attorney-General, 
expired on Friday, the 22nd instant, at his residence, West- 
moreland-terrace, Hyde-park, after a protracted illness, in the 
58th year of his age. Sir William was born in Glasgow, in 
1806, and was the son of the Rev. William Atherton, a well- 
known Wesleyan preacher, who was once, if not oftener, elected 
to the office of President of the Conference of the preachers of that 


body. He was educated for the law, and for several years prac- 
tised as a special pleader below the bar. In 1839 he was called to 
the Bar at the Inner Temple. He chose the Northern Circuit, 
and was not long in securing a high reputation. He came for- 
ward as acandidate for the parliamentary representation of the 
city of Durham, in the liberal interest, in 1852, and was suc- 
cessfully returned in conjunction with Mr. Granger. In 1857 
and 1859 he was re-chosen by the same constituency. He 
was appointed Queen's Counsel in 1852, and became a Bencher 
in the same year. In 1855 he was appointed Judge-Advocate 
of the Fleet, and standing counsel to the Admiralty. On his 
elevation to the Solicitor-Generalship, in 1859, he received the 
honours of knighthood, as a matter of course, In 1861, on the 
elevation of the then Attorney-General, Sir R. Bethell, to the 
Lord Chancellorship, he was succeeded in the office he had jast 
vacated by Sir William Atherton. From that time up to within 
a few months ago he discharged the duties pertaining to that 
important and responsible position; but in the autumn of last 
year he, by the advice of his medical attendants, resigned his 

st in consequence of ill-health, and retired into private life. 

e was, however, too far gone to derive much benefit from the 
ease and quietude which his retirement enabled him to enjoy, 
and the last great change took place on the 22nd instant, as 
already stated. Sir William was married, in 1843, to Agnes 
Mary Hall, daughter of Thomas J. Hall, Esq., late chief 
magistrate at Bow-street. The death of the learned gentle- 
man causes a vacancy in the representation of the city of 
Durham. He was what is called an advanced Liberal— 
favourable to vote by ballot and an extension of the fran- 
chise. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE FINAL EXAMI. 
NATION. 


Hilary Term, 1864. 





Name of Candidates. 
Addleshaw, John William ... 
Ambler, John Charles ......... 


Austin, Richard Freer ......0+ 


Bailey, William Henry......... 
Banks, William..........0.s0e« es 
Barnett, Christopher George . 
Bastard, Edward .....cccccseses 
Bazeley, Augustus Ley ...... 


Beaumont, ‘Thos. Elliott, B.A. 
Benning, Albert Frederick ... 
Bowles, Harold Bolles......... 


Box, Matthew Henry .......+ 
Brearey, George Jonathan ... 
Brearey, John Joseph ......++ 
Bright, Alfred, M.A.....s00+00+ 
Brock, Jervis ....0...+.. ceecoecee 


Brownlow, George John, B.A. 
Carless, Joseph ......0sesecseeree 
Chadwick, Henry .........++. eee 
Chambers, Harry Walker...... 
Chandler, John Wills ......... 
Chapman, Robert........esse00 
Clare, Allan Stanley...... s+. 


Clarke, William Ambrose .., 
Cleoburey, Thos.Mortimer,jun. 


Dawber, Joseph .....ssesceeees 
Debenham, Samuel John...... 
Earle, Nicholas Albert........ ‘ 
Edwards, John Allan ......... 
Elliott, John ...... spebatedhestde 
Farquhar, James Hervey ...... 


Gabb, James William, B.A.... 


Gardner, Thomas ......005++++0s 
Greene, John Smythies ...... 
Guscotte, John ......sessresseree 


To whom articled, assigned, &¢. 

George Marsland. 

William R. Ambler; Charles 
Darley. 

Frederick _S. Austin; John 
Urquhart. 

Park Nelson. 

William Banks (deceased); 
John Catterall. 

Charles John Collins Prichard. 

Richard Bastard. 

Humphry M, Grylls. 

Henry Beaumont. 

John C. Fenwick. 

James Jno Leman (deceased); 
Edward Burges. 

Lewis Fry. 

Charles Robert Scholes. 

Charles Robert Scholes. 

Frederick Pardoe. 

Henry S. Wasbrough; 
M, Walters. 

Ambroge Lace. 

William Humfrys. 

Charles Smith Thomas. 

John Chambers. 

Samuel Chandler, 

John Page Sowerby, 

Andrew T, Squarey; 
liam Clare. 

Peter Awdry. 

Thomas Mortimer Cleoburey. 

Bryan Boyes Jackson. 

Heathfield Young. 

satin Earle, 
mund Byrne. 
Charles James Eyre; R. 
Pattison. 
William F. Batt; George 
Dawes. 

William N, S. J. Woodhouse; 
Thomas Clark, 

James Johnston, 

John Greene. 

Nathaniel P. Kell; Frederick 
Smith. 


Wn. 


Wil- 
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Name of Candidate, To whom articled, assigned, & c. Name of Candidate. To whom articled, assigned, &, 
Harris Joseph ..........-- Charles Wright. Williams, John Thomas ...... William Wanklyn (deceased), 
Harris, Samuel ....... ..-+. George Stenning. Henry Roberts. 
Hett, John Roland ........ John Hett. Willis, Gervase Butterill ...... Henry Jubb; Joseph Badger, 
Hewitt, James Adams ......... Robert Gard Edmonds. WP IGON, WT BELO. cncvoensseescces Richard Sill; H. Frederick 
Hewlett, Richard ...... seepepees William A. Preston, Jobn Barnett. 
Thomas White. Winch, George .......+4. ap egeses Thomas Hills. 

Hilbery, Francis William.... Henry George Tuke. Woolsey, Robert Monsey...... Elijah Crosier Bailey, 
Holman, Frederick ....... . John Lewis. Young, Thomas...........ssee00 William Watson, jun. 
Hudson, John Clarence ...... James Woods Weston. 
seeeet, Beapent «5--+-040-+-+7- Matthew Gray. EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 


Hutchinson, Thomas .. 
Hyde, Walter ......... 
Keily, Jeremiah ............... 
Laing, Thomas Ward 


Lamb, Archibald, Douglas ... 


Leake, James.......0..00:+ss0eer8 
Leathes, Francis Stanger ...... 
=eman, James Curtis, B.A.... 
Lloyd, William Hodson ...... 
Lockett, Charles Harrison ... 


Loynes, Edward Bunting...... 
a . “see ae : 

arshall, William............. : 
Martin, Thomas ............0+ 
Moberly, Edward ............+ ; 


Morgan, Matthew Wayne...... 
Moseley, Henry 


Myatt, William James......... 
Palmer, George.......sseereree . 
Parkin, Henry ....... esetpnaeoas 
Parry, James, jun.......sceeeeee 
Penfold, John ....ssscerssesseee 


Penley, Claude Ashley Anson 
Potter, Walter Woolfe 
Pratt, Thomas ........... 
Price, Elliot Lloyd. ..... 
Price, Frederick ..........0.00. 
Ratcliffe, Charles William ... 
Ratcliffe, Joseph 


Reade, William J..........ce000 
Richardson, William Benson 
Riches, John.....-...+. aka deinen 
Riddle, Alfred Joseph ......... 
Ridsdale, Francis James, jun. 
Rignall, John Riley............ 
Roberts, John Rice, M.A...... 
Russell, Arthur Henry......... 


Smith, Richard Bealy ......... 
Soames, Joseplhi...........ssss00. 





Stock, John cescccsscesseee 





Stubbs, John Heath............ 
Sydney, Robert Chase ......... 
Tatham, William, jun.......... 
Thomas, Barnard, B.A........ 5 


Tower, Augustine Edwin..... 


Trevena, John Teague......... 
Turner, Sharon Grote ....... re 
Veysey, John Williams ...... 
Warmington, Cornelius Mar- 

shall ..... Levceeeren Roecdcoseses 
Waterhouse, Theodore, B.A... 
Waterman, William Henry ... 


Watson, George ......csseeee 
Watson, George Anthony...... 
Westlake, James ..........0000 
Whitelock, Robeit William... 
Williams, Charles William ... 





Henry Hutchinson. 

Henry Coppock. 

James Molyneux Taylor. 

William Williams; William 
Ford. 

James Bowen May; Samuel 
B. Lamb, 

Andrew Phillips. 

Robert H. Hobbes. 

James Leman. 

Algernon S. Field. 

David Evans; Edward Lee 
Rowcliffe. 

Alfred Lloyd Hardman; T. L. 
Farrar. 

Robert T. Loynes. 

Richard Teebay. 

C. & J. F. Adams. 

Neal & Martin. 

Edward Tylee. 

Montague Grover. 

William Lancaster. 

William Myatt; T. B. Tan- 
queray Willaume. 

William Charles Cripps. 

Thomas Rayner. 

James Parry; James W. Wes- 
ton. 

Thomas Edward Penfold. 

Daniel James Lee. 

John Suckling. 

William Martin Hazard. 

Thomas Morgan. 

Mark Whyley. 

Henry Corser. 

Daniel Thomas Saint George 
Smith. 

George Barnard Townsend. 

John James Paul Moody. 

Robert George Smith. 

Edward Lee Rowcliffe. 

Francis James Ridsdale. 

Henry Edmund Cole, 

William Blackmore. 

David Russell; James Ward 
Russell, 

Richard Smith. 

Thomas William T. Cooke; 
George A. Charsley; George 


James Eady. 
Alfred Turner. 
Geo. N. Emmet; John Stubbs. 
James Smith (deceased) ; 


James William Smith. 
William Tatham. 
Joshua Thomas; A. J. Baylis. 
Alfred S, Samuell; John S. 
Hincks. 
William Hockin. 
Alfred Turner. 
Richard Smith. 


Frederick B. Philbrick; A. 
M. White. 

Robert Arnold Wainewright. 

Edward Waterman; A. S. 
Edmunas. 

William Watson. 

George Watson. 

Geo. B. Murly; E. K. Blyth. 

William Paitson. 

Finlay Knight ; William H. 
Griffin. 





SOCIETY, HILARY TERM, 1864. 
Fisant Examination. 


Atthe final examination of candidates for admission on the roll 
of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the examiners 
recommended the following gentlemen, under the age of 26, as 
being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

CorNELICS MARSHALL WaRMINGTON, aged 21, who 
served his clerkship to Mr. Frederick Blomfield Philbrick, of 
Colchester; Mr, Alexander Miller White, of Colchester; and 
Messrs. Hawkins, Bloxam, & Hawkins, of London. 

THEODORE WarteRnOUSE, B.A., aged 25, who served his 
clerkship to Messrs. Cookson & Wainewright, of London, 

Joun Witts CHANDLER, aged 25, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. Samuel Chandier, of Basingstoke. 

Aurrep Brigut, M.A., aged 23, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. Frederick Pardoe, of Bishop’s Castle; and Messrs. Bell, 
Steward, & Lloyd, of London. 

James WILLIAM Gas, B.A., aged 25, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs. Woodhouse & Colborne, of Newport, Mon- 
mouthshire; Messrs. Gregory, Son, & Clark, of London; and 
Mr. Thomas Clark, of London. 

James ADAMs Hewirt, aged 21, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Edmonds & Sons, of Plymouth; and Messrs. Clowes 
& Hickley, of London. 

KicHarD Beary Situ, aged 22, who served his clerkship _ 
to Mr. Richard Smith, of Bridgewater; and Messrs. Boyle & 
Son, of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. Warmington, the Prize of the Honourable Society 
of Clifford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Waterhouse, the Prize of the Honourable Society og 
Clement’s-inn. 

To Mr. Chandler, one of the Prizes of the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

To Mr. Bright, one of the Prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

To Mr. Gabb, one of the Prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

To Mr. Hewitt, one of the Prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

To Mr. Smith, one of the Prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Soviety. 

The examiners have also certified that the following candi- 
dates whose names are placed in alphabetical order passed ex- 
aminations which entitle them to commendation :— 

Nicnoras ALBert Ear ze, aged 23, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs. Earle, Son, Hopps, & Orford, of Manchester; 
and Messrs. J. E. & A. Fox, of London. 

Joun SmytTurEes GREENE, aged 21, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs, Greene & Partridge, of Bury St. Edmunds, 

Ricuarp Hew ert, aged 22, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. William Antony Freston, of Stroud; and Messrs. Thomas 
White & Sons, of Lendon. 

CLAUDE AsHLEY ANSON PENLEY, aged 22, who served his 
clerkship to Messrs. Coverdale, Lee, Collyer-Bristow, & 
Withers, of London. 

JOsEPH Soames, aged 23, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Soames & Cooke, of Wokingham; Mr. George 
Allington Charsley, of Beaconsfield; and Mr. George James 
Eady, of London. 

SHaron Grote Turner, aged 21, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. Alfred Turner, of Red Lion-square, London. 

The Council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 
merit. 

The examiners have further announced to the following 
candidates, whose names are placed in alphabetical order, that 
their answers to the questions at the examination were highly 
satisfactory, and would have entitled them to certificates of 
merit if they had been under the age of 26:— 

Samve. Harris, aged 39, who served his clerkship to Mr. 


George Stenning, of Tonbridge. 














Jan. 30,1864. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 249 








Tuomas Martin, aged 34, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Neal & Martin, of Liverpool. 

BarNaRD Tuomas, B.A., aged 27, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Thomas & Lewis, of Tewkesbury; and Mr. Alex- 
ander John Baylis, of London. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 122; 
of these 107 were passed, and 15 postponed. 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 

The examiners reported that the following gentlemen, whose 
names are arranged in alphabetical order, have passed the Jn- 
termediate Examination with distinction :— 

Witi1amM CHARLES LovELACE Bow tne, aged 22, articled 
to Mr. Egerton Isaacson, of Margate. 

CuaRLES FreDERICK Hirp, aged 20, articled to Messrs, 
Hird & Son, of London, 

Tuomas McMILLIn, aged 25, articled to Mr. John McMillin, 
of London. 

GrorceE Francis {i1pptrorp, aged 22, articled to Messrs. 
R. Wilton & Son, of Gloucester. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 78; 
of these 68 were passed, and 10 postponed. 








QUESTIONS AT THE FINAL EXAMINATION OF 
ARTICLED CLERKS FOR HILARY TERM, WITH 
ANSWERS. 

By J. Braprorp, LL.B., and Watrer WEBB, 
a Clifford’s-ina Prizeman, Solicitors, 


(Continued from page 232.) 
IV.—BANKRUPTCY AND PRACTICE oF THE Courts. 


1. Describe the general scope and object of a bankrupt law 
: a commercial country, and the benefits sought to be attained 

it. 

= the commencement of commurce credit was found to 
be its necessary attendant, and bankruptcy appears to be one 
of the unavoidable evils to which credit frequently leads. One 
of the original objects of the bankruptcy laws was to re- 
lease commercial men from their pecuniary obligations, when 
by accident or misfortune they had been deprived of the means 
to satisfy them; thus if a merchant by a tempest lost his ven- 
ture at sea, or his property was destroyed by fire on land, this 
was considered as his misfortune and not his fault. They were 
designed for the benefit, promotion, and protection of trade. 
Although the first English bankruptcy statute (34 & 35 Hen. 
8,c. 4), together with subsequent statutes, were mainly directed 
against the frauds of traders, who were treated as criminals, 
yet, our bankruptcy laws are now, and have for some time 
past, been regarded as a system of legislation, having the 
double object of enforcing a complete discovery and equitable 
distribution of the property and effects of an insolvent trader, 
and of conferring on the honest trader the reciprocal advan- 
tage of a security of person, and a discharge from all future 
claims of his creditors, And by the Bankruptcy Act of 1861, 
non-traders have-been brought within the scope of the bank- 
ruptcy laws of this country; the object of which may be 
shortly said to be to compel a cessio bonorum, to collect and 
get in all the insolvent’s estate, to distribute it rateably amongst 
the creditors, and to afford protection to the bankrupt. 

2. Should the debt of the petitioning creditor for adjudica- 
tion be found insufficient after adjudication, what course may 
be pursued in order to support the adjudication ? 

f, after adjudication, the debt of the petitioning creditor be 
found insufficient, the Court, upon the application of any other 
creditor having proved any debt sufficient to support an ad- 
judication, may order the petition for adjudication in bank- 
ruptcy to be proceeded in, which, by such order, is to be 
deemed valid (12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s, 103), . 

3. A trader being indebted beyond his assets to various 
persons, some of whom are friendly, while others are hostile, 
desires to make arrangements by which he can obtain a dis- 
charge from all his debts without becoming bankrupt; what 
course should he pursue to attain his object ? Describe gene- 
rally the mode, or modes (if more than one mode). 

A trader being so indebted, if he can obtain the assent of a 
majority in number, representing three-fourths in value of his 
creditors may execute a deed of arrangement which, by section 
192 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, will be as binding oa all the 
creditors as if they were parties to, and had duly executed the 
same, on compliance with the conditions therein specified (see 
answer to question No. 8, asto the second branch of the ques- 
tion. 





4, A judgment-creditor issues a fi. fa. under his judgmen 
under which the sheriff seizes the goods of the debtor, who is 
then adjudicated bankrupt. In what case will the judgment- 
creditor obtain the produce of the execution, and in what case 
will the property pass to the assignees ? 

The right of the assignees to the bankrupt’s property dates 
prima facie from the act of bankruptcy: Cooper v. Chitty, 
2 Sm. Lead. Cas. 359; but by section 133 of the Act of 1849, 
all executions against the goods and chattels of any bankrupt, 
bond fide executed and levied by seizure and sale before the 
date of the filing of the petition, sball be deemed valid, not- 
withstanding any prior act of bankruptcy. Hence the judg- 
ment-creditor in the question will obtain the produce of the 
execution, provided the sale is completed before the date of the 
adjudication, secus not. In the case of executions upon judg- 
ments exceeding £50, levied by seizure or sale upon the 
of a trader-debtor, it is provided by section 73 of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1861, that every such debtor shall be deemed to 
have committed an act of bankruptcy from the date of the 
seizure; provided always, that unless in the meantime a peti- 
tion for adjudication of bankruptcy against the debtor be pre- 
sented, the sheriff shall proceed with the execution, and at the 
end of seven days pay over the proceeds to the execution-cre- 
ditor, who shall be entitled thereto, notwithstanding such act of 
bankruptcy, unless the debtor be adjudged a bankrupt within 
fourteen days from the day of sale, in which case the money 
8o received by the creditor shall be paid by him to the assignee 
under the bankruptcy. 

5. Ifa debtor, in custody for debt, be made a bankrupt, and 
surrenders to his bankruptcy, is he entitled at once to his 
discharge, and whether, under any conditions, or subject to the 
discretionary power of the Court or superior authority? 

The Court has power to order his immediate release, but not 
where he is in custody for a debt contracted by fraud, or 
breach of trust, or by reason of an offence, or fora debt b 
reason of any breach of the revenue laws, or for b 
of promise of marriage, seduction, criminal conversation, 
libel, slander, assault, battery, malicious arrest, malicious 
trespass, or for maliciously filing or prosecuting a petition 
for adjudication in bankruptcy (section 112, Act of 1849). 

6. What are the several acts of bankruptcy upon which a 
non-trader may he adjudicated a bankrupt ? 

They are the following, and an essential element of the first 
two is that they be done with intent to defeat or delay his cre- 
ditors. (1) Departing the realm, or being out of the realm, 
remaining abroad. (2) Making any fraudulent conveyance, 
gift, delivery, or transfer of his real or personal estate, or any 
part thereof respectively. (3) Lying in prison for two calen- 
dar months under an arrest or detainer for debt. (4) Escap- 
ing from custody when arrested, committed, or detained for debt. 
(5) Filing in the court a declaration signed by the debtor and 
attested by the registrar of the court, or an attorney, that he 
is unable to meet his engagements, (6) Filing a petition, fol- 
lowed by adjudication in the foreign dominions of the Crown. 
(7) Not paying or securing any judgment of £50, upon which 
a judgment-debtor summons has issued, 

7. What powers can the registrars in bankruptcy now exer- 
cise which were formerly confined to the commissioners? 

The following:—they have power to make adjudication o- 
bankruptcy, to receive the surrender of any bankrupt, to grant 
protection, to pass the last examination of any bankrupt in 
cases wherein the assignees and ereditors do not oppose, to hold 
and preside at meetings of creditors, to audit and pass accounts 
of assignees, and to sit in chambers and despatch there such 
part of the administrative business of the court, and such un- 
contested matters as shall be defined in general orders, or as 
the commissioner, in any particular matter, shall direct; but 
they have no power to commit, or to hear a disputed adjudica- 
tion, or any question of the allowance or suspension of an 
order of discharge. The registrar may adjourn any matter 
coming before him, for the consideration of the commissioner 
(section 52, Bankruptcy Act, 1861.) The Court may direct a 
registrar to attend at any place within the district of the court 
for the purpose of holding any meeting of creditors, of receiving 
proof of debts, and, generally, for the prosecution of any bank- 
ruptcy or other proceedings under the Act (section 58, ibid. 

8. What are the conditions which must be fulfilled in order 
to make a deed of arrangement under the 192nd section of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, binding on non-assenting creditors 2 
Describe them. 

(1) That a majority in number, representing three-fourths 
in value of the creditors, of £10 or upwards, shall, in writing, 
aseent to or approve of such deed. (2) That if a trustee ot 
trustees be appointed by the deed, he or they shall execute the 
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same, (3) That the execution by the debtor be attested by 
an attorney or solicitor. (4) That,within twenty-eight days 
of the execution of the deed by the debtor, the same be left 
(duly stamped) at the office of the chief registrar, to be regis 
tered. (5) Together with an affidavit by the debtor or some 
person able to depose thereto, or a certificate by the trustee or 
trustees, that the required majority have, in writing, assented 
to, or approved of, the deed, and also stating the amount in 
value of the property and credit of the debtor comprised in such 
deed. (6) That the deed, before registration, be impressed 
with a stamp denoting a duty, besides the ordinary stamp duty, 
computed at the rate of five shillings per cent. on the certified 
value of the estate, but the maximum of suchad valorem duty 
shall be £200 (section 195). (7) That immediately on the 
execution thereof by the debtor, possession of all the property 
comprised therein of which the debtor can give or order pos- 
session, shall be given to the trustees, 

9. A debtor petitions for adjudication in bankruptcy against 
himself. Are there any, and what, particular conditions to be 
fulfilled by the debtor, which would not have to be attended to 
by him, had the adjudication been on the petition of a creditor? 
And by what law are these conditions imposed? 

Yes; within three days of filing his petition, he must file in 
court a full, true, and accurate statement, on oath, of his debts 
and liabilities of every kind, and of the names and residences 
of his creditors, and of the causes of his inability to meet his 
engagements. He must obtain adjudication within twenty-four 
hours of filing his petition, or the Court may proceed to ad- 
judge him bankrupt on the petition of any sufficient creditor 
fen 93, Bankruptcy Act, 1861, and Gen, Ord., October, 

10. What are the consequences of a trader, after a petition 
for adjudication has been presented against him, paying money 
or giving security to the petitioning creditor, or otherwise 
compounding with him? 

The petitioning creditor will in this case forfeit his whole 
debt, and must also repay and deliver up such money or se- 
carity for the benefit of the creditors (Act of 1849, section 
268). By section 71 of the same statute it is made an Act of 
Bankruptcy; and, if adjudication has been made under the 
petition, the Court may either declare it valid, and direct it to 
be prrereded with, or may order it to be annulled, and a new 
petition may be filed and supported,cither by this or any other 
act of bankruptcy. 

11. What proceedings should a creditor take who wishes to 
compel his debtor, being a trader, to become liable to be ad- 
judicated a bankrupt, and under what Act of Parliament and 
what section? 

If no act of bankruptcy has been committed, the creditor 
may deliver written particulars of his demand, with a notice 
fooling pment, he must then file an affidavit of the truth 
of the debt, of the debtor being a trader, and of delivery of 
particulars and notice. A summons thereupon issues out of 
the Court of Bankruptcy, requiring the debtor to appear and 
state whether or not he admits the demand, If he admit the same 
or a part thereof, he must sign and file a written admission; 
and, if he do not, within seven days pay, secure, or tender the 
same, it is an act of bankruptcy on the eighth. If he refuse to 
admit the demand, the Court may require him to sign and file 
& deposition on oath that he has a good defence on the merits, 
and toeuter into a bond with two sufficient sureties, to pay 
such sum with costs as may be recovered in any action by the 
creditor. On default, and in case of non-appearance to the 
summons, having no lawful impediment, if he do not, within 
seven days after personal service of the summons, pay, secure, 
or compound for the debt, he is deemed to have committed an 
act of bankruptcy on the eighth day, provided a petition of ad- 
secetion be filed against him within two months from the 

g of the affidavit (Purkis on Bankruptcy, p. 32). 

12. For what amount (in time) of rent due before the bank- 
ruptcy is a distress for rent against the goods of a bankrupt 
a e 
The landlord of a bankrupt may, notwithstanding an act of 
bankruptcy, and, although the messenger is in possession, 
distrain for his rent, not exceeding one year’s rent, accrued 
prior to the day of filing the petition for adjudication; and he 
may prove for the remainder. If the bankruptcy occurs be- 
tween two days of payment of rent, the landlord may prove 
for a proportionate part to the day of adjudication (section 
129, Act 1849; section 150, Bankruptcy Act, 1861). 

13. What course or courses may be pursued by a creditor 
holding a security on the bankrupt’s property, in order to 
realise his security with the greatest advantage to himself, 
and to prove for the balance of his del:t, if any? 





1f the security is a legal mortgage of real estate, or chattels 
real, containing a power of sale, the mortgagee may sell, 
without application to the Court, and prove under the bank- 
ruptcy for any deficiency. If it be a legal mortgage without a 
power of sale, or an equitable mortgage, av order of the Court 
of Bankruptcy, upon motion, supported by affidavit, must be 
obtained before the sale can take place. But if the security 
consists of a mortgage of personal chattels, the mortgagee will 
not be entitled to them if, at the date of tiling the petition, they 
were in the “order and disposition ” of the bankrupt. 

14, In what way, and for what amount, may an annuity- 
creditor prove against the bankrupt’s estate? 

Any annuity-creditor is entitled to prove for the yalue of 
the annuity—which value the Court is to ascertain upon his 
application, regard being had to the original price given for 
the annuity, deducting therefrom the diminution in the value 
thereof caused by the lapse of time since the grant (section 
175, Act of 1849). 

15. What new acts of bankruptcy are created by the Bank. 
ruptcy Act 1861? 

The following:—(1) A trader-debtor suffering execution to 
be levied by seizure, and sale upon any judgment exceeding 
£50 (section 73). (2) A non-trader going, or remaining 
abioad, or making fraudulent conveyance with intent to de- 
feat or delay his creditors (section. 70). (3) Lying in 3 
being a trader for fourteen days, or not being a trader for two 
calendar months; or escaping out of prison or custody (sec- 
tion 71). (4) A trader or non-trader filing a declaration that 
he is unable to meet his engagements (section 72). (5) A 
petition followed by adjudication in the foreign dominions ot 
the Crown, by or against trader, or non-trader (section 75). 
(6) A petition by a debtor for adjudication of bankruptcy 
against himself, without any previous declaration of insolvency 
section 86). 


V.—CriminaL LAW AND PROCEEDINGS BEFORE Maais- 
TRATES. 


1. Give a definition of felony, and state the difference be- 
tween a felony and a misdemeanour? 

Sir William Russell, in his work on crimes, says, ‘ The term 
JSelony appears to have been long used to signify the degree or 
class of crime committed, rather than the penal consequence of 
forfeiture occasioned by the crime, according to its original 
signification. The proper definition of it, however, as stated 
by an excellent writer, recurs to the subject of forfeiture, and 
describes the word as signifying an offence which occasions a 
total forfeiture of either lands or goods, or both, at the common 
law, and to which capital or other punishment may be super- 
added, according to the degree of guilt.” i 

“ Misdemeanour,” says the same learned author, “in its 
usual acceptation, is applied to all those crimes and offences 
for which the law has not provided a particular name; and 
they may be punished, according to the degree of the offence, 
by fine or imprisonment, or both. A misdemeanour is, in 
truth, any crime less than felony, and the word is generally 
used in contra-distinction to felony; misdemeanours compre- 
hending all indictable offences which do not amount to felony,” 
as cheating, obtaining property by false pretences, perjury, con- 
spiracy, misprision—i.e., the mere concealment or procuring 
the concealment of a felony—and public nuisances. In mis- 
demeanour, no forfeiture of property follows the conviction of 
the accused; in felony, the moment his guilt is recorded in 
court, all his goods become forfeited to the Queen (Sleigh on 
Crim. Law, 13). 

2. If a prisoner refuse to plead, what course can be taken to 
enable the Court before whom he is arraigned, to proceed to 
try the indictment against him? 

If a prisoner refuse to plead, he is said to stand mute. By 
7 & 8 Geo. 4, c. 28, s. 2, it is enacted that ifany person, being 
arraigned upon, or charged with, any indictment or information 
for treason, felony, piracy, or misdemeanour, shall stand mute of 
malice, or will not answer directly to the indictment or infor- 
mation; in every such case it shall be lawful for the Court to 
order the proper officer to enter a plea of “not guilty” on 
behalf of such person; and the plea so entered shall have the 
same force and effect as if such person had actually pleaded 
the same. When there is reason to doubt whether the prisoner 
is sane, a jury shall be charged to inquire into the fact (4 
Step. Com. 477). 

8. Define the different kinds of homicide. 

Homicide, or the killing of any human creature, is either 
free from legal guilt—the circumstances being such as.to ren- 
der it justifiable, or at least excusable ; or it is felonious. (1) 
Justifiable homicide is of divers kinds: (a) occasioned by due 

















Jan. 30,1864. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & RELORTER 


261 








execution of public justice in putting a malefactor to death; 
@) for the adyancement of public justice in putting down riots, 

; (c) for the provera of any forcible and atrocious crime, 
(2) Excusable homicide is of two sorts either (a) per infor- 
tunium, by misadventure; or (b) se defendendo, upon a sudden 
affray. (3) Felonious homicide, is the killing of any human 
creature of any age or sex, without lawful justification or ex- 
cuse. This may be done by kiliing one’s-self, or another, 
which latter, according to the degrees of guilt, is divided into 
manslaughter and murder. 

4, Of what crime against the law of England is a person 
who conspires or solicits to commit murder guilty? and can 
such crime be committed against a person not a subject of her 
Majesty, and not within the Queen’s dominions? 

With regard to a conspiracy, the object of which is to com- 
mit murder, there is a recent provision contained in 24 & 25 
Vict. c. 100, s. 4, by which it is enacted, that all persons who 
shall conspire, confederate, and agree to murder any person 
(whether a subject of her Majesty or not, and whether within 
her dominions or not) and whosoever shall solicit, encourage, 
persuade, or endeavour to persuade, or shall propose to any 
person, to murder any other person, shall be guilty of a misde- 
meanour, and be punishable either by imprisonment (with or 
without hard labour) to the extent of two years; or, at the dis- 
cretion of the Court, by penal servitude, to the extent of ten 

ears, and not less than three years (see Reg. v. Bernard, 

Fost. & Fin. 240). 

5. In an indictment for murder or manslaughter, is it neces- 
my to allege the particular cause of death? 

n an indictment for murder or manslaughter, it is not ne- 
cessary to set forth the manner in which, or the means by 
which, the death of the deceased was caused (24 & 25 Vict. 
¢. 100, 8. 6). 

6. If a person kill another by misfortune, or in his own de- 
fence, is such person subject to any punishment or forfeiture? 

No punishment or forfeiture is incurred by any person who 
shall kill another by misfortune, or in, his own defence, or in 
any other manner without felony (ibid. section 7). 

7. Is it lawful, under any circumstances, to set spring guns 
or other similar engines, with the intent to inflict grievous 
bodily harm ? 

Whoever shall set or Pine any spring gun, man-trap, or other 
engine, calculated to destroy human life, or inflict grievous 
bolily harm, with the intent to destroy such life or inflict such 
harm upon a trespasser or other person coming in contact there- 
with, shell be guilty of 1 misdemeanour, and be punishable 
with penal servitude for three years, or imprisonment, with or 
without hard labour, to the extent of two years But this does 
not extend to guns or traps such as are usually set with the 
intent of destroying vermin, or to spring-guns, man traps, or 
other engines, set in a dwelling-house, for the protection thereof, 
from sunset to sunrise (ibid. section 31.) 

8. For the purpose of the Larceny Acts, at what hours is the 
night deemed to commence and to conclude? 

For the purpose of the Larceny Act, the night shall be 
deemed to commence at nine of the clock in the evening of 
each day, and to conclude at six of the clock in the morning of 
the next succeeding day (24 & 25 Vict. c. 96. s. 1.) 

9. Is a bailee of property fraudulently converting the same 
to his own use guilty of any, and what crime? 

A bailee of property fraudulently converting the same to his 
own use or to the use of any person other than the owner 
thereof, although he shall not break bulk or otherwise deter- 
mine the bailment, shall be guilty of larceny (ibid. section 3.) 
At common law, where goods are delivered to another upon 
trust, as the bailee has a special property in the goods, as dis- 
tinguished from the bare possession, the subsequent conversion 
of the goods, while the contract of bailment continues does not 
mount at common law to larceny, but only toa breach of 
trust, the subject of an action. Nevertheless, if thecontract of 
bailment be first determined, then the subsequent fraudulent 
conversion is a larceny at common law, and the bailment is 
said to be determined by “ breaking the bulk,” or by some 
other wrongful act. Thus, if a carrier opened a parcel or box 
entrusted to him he was said to break the bulk, and this deter- 
mined the bailment, and the subsequently fraudulently taking 
the contents was larceny. This technical distinction is got rid 
of by the aboye provision. 

10, What is the offence of personating the owner of stock or 
other public funds, and thereby transferring, or endeavouring 
to transfer, such stock or fands? 

The offence is felony, and, the offender, being convicted 
thereof, is liable, at the discretion of the Court, to be kept in 





penal servitude for life, or for any term not less than three 
years, or to be imprisoned for any term not less than two 
years, with or without hard labour, and with or without soli- 
tary confinement (24 & 25 Vict. c. 98, s. 3). 

11. What is the offence of forging or altering deeds, bonds, 
or other writings, obligatory, or the handwriting of any witness 
thereto, with intent to defraud, and how is such offence punish- 
able? 

At common law this offence was a misdemeanonr only, but, 
by the recent statute (24 & 25 Vict. c. 98), which has con- 
solidated and amended “ the statute law relating to indictable 
offences by forgery,” it is provided by section 20, that whoso- 
ever, with intent to defraud, shall forge or alter any deed, or 
any bond, or writing obligatory, or the handwriting of any 
witness thereto, shall be guilty of felony, punishable, at the 
discretion of the Court, with penal servitude for life, or not 
less than three years, or be imprisoned not less than two 
years, with or without hard labour, and with or withovt soli- 
tary confinement. 

12, What is the offence, and how punishable, of obliterating 

or altering crossings on cheques, with intent todefraud? — 
4 , The offence is felony,—punishable at the discretion of the 
Court with penal servitude for life, or not less than three years, 
or with imprisonment not exceeding two years, with or with- 
out hard labour, and with or without solitary confinement 
(24 & 26 Vict c. 98, s. 25). 

13, What is the offence, and how punishable, of acknowledg- 
ing recognizanceg, or bail, or cognovits, or judgments, 
any court or judge, in the name of another person, rout 
lawful authority ? 

Whosoever, without lawful authority or excuse (the proof 
whereof shall lie on the party accused) shall, in the name of 
any other person, acknowledge any recognisance or bail, or any 
cognovit actionem, or judgment, or any deed, or other instra- 
ment, before any court or judge, shall be guilty of felony, pun- 
ishable at the discretion of the Court with penal servitude for 
not exceeding seven years, and not less than three years, or 
be imprisoned for net exceeding two years, with or without 
hard labour, and with or without solitary confinement (ibid. 
section 32). 

14, Of what offence isa person guilty who destroys or dam- 
ages works of art in museums, galleries, churches, chapels, or 
other buildings, and how may such offence be punished? 

A person who unlawfully and maliciously destroys or dam- 
ages works of art in museums, galleries, churches, chapels, or 
other public buildings, shall be guilty of a misdemeanour, and, 
being convicted, shall be liable to be imprisoned for any term 
not exceeding six months, with or without hard labour; and, 
if a male, under the age of sixteen years, with or without whip- 
ping; but the right of any person to recover damages at law 
for the injuries so committed will not be affected thereby (24 & 
25 Vict. c. 97, 8. 39.) 

15> What is the offence, and how punishable, of setting fire 
to, casting away, or destroying, a ship, to the prejudice of the 
owners or underwriters? 

The offence of unlawfully and maliciously setting fire to, 
casting away, or ia anywise destroying any ship or vessel, with 
intent thereby to prejudice any owner or underwriter, is ; 
and, being convicted thereof, the offender is liable, at the 
cretion of the Court, to be kept in penal servitude for life, or for 
any term not less than three years; or to be imprisoned for ~ 
term not exceeding two years, with or without hard labour; 
with or without solitary confinement, and, if a male, under the 
age of sixteen, with or without whipping (ibid. section 43.) 





LAW LECTURES AT THE [NCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Mr, Wa. Murray, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 
Monday, Feb. 1. 
Mr. Montacue Huaues Cookson, on Equity, Monday, 
Feb. 5. 
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The Judicial Committee will ‘commence sitting for the dis- 
= of business on Tuesday, the 2nd of February, 1864, at 
f-past ten a.m. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


MEETINGS. 
ALLIANCE Bank oF Lonpon anv LIVERIOoL. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this bank, held on the 
23rd inst., a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

Bank OF Lonpon, 

At the half-yearly meeting of this bank, neld on the 22nd 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half-year, with a bonus of 25s. per share. 


Lonvon Joint Stock Bank. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this bank, held on the 
22nd inst., a dividend at the rate of 12} per cent. per annum 
= declared for the past half-year, with a bonus of 8s, per 

are, 

Lonpon anp WESTMINSTER Bank. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this bank, held on the 
20th inst., a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year, with a bonus of 12 per cent., 
making a total distribution of 25 per cent. for the year. 

MANCHESTER, SHEFFIELD, AND LixcotNsutrE RaiLway. 
_ At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 27th 
inst., @ dividend at the rate of 14 per cent. per annum on the 
ordinary stock of the company was declared for the past half- 
year. 
Tue Nationat Discount Company. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
20th inst., a dividend at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 








During a run with Mr. Johnstone’s hounds on Friday the 
22nd inst. in the neighbourhood of the Dalby Moors, North 
Riding, a serious accident occurred to Mr. Parkinson, solicitor, 
Pickering. In taking a low rail fence, with a considerable 
drop to lower ground beyond, Mr. Parkinson’s horse fell, 
throwing him violently to the ground and rendering him 
senseless. Several gentlemen at once dismounted, and by 
attention Mr. Parkinson sufficiently recovered to ride home, 
He did not seem to have been much hurt till 3 a.m. on Satur- 
day morning, when he became worse and died. Mr. Parkinson 
enjoyed a wide reputation in the county, and the event has 
cast a gloom over the hunts in the locality. 


The Rev. Frederick Charles Cook, M.A., Prebendary of 
St. Paul's Cathedral and Preacher of Lincoln’s-inn, has suc- 
ceeded to the Canonry in Exeter Cathedral rendered vacant 
by the elevation of the Rev. E. Harold Browne, B.D., to the 
Bishopric of Ely. Mr. Cooke was educated at St. John’s 
College, Cambridge, where he graduated in 1828, being the 
last of the junior optimes in the mathematical tripos, and 
fourth in the first class of the classical tripos. In 1844 he was 
appointed one of her Majesty’s Inspectors of Schools. In 
1855 he was presented by Bishop Blomfield to the prebendal 
stall of Earldstreet in St. Paul’s Cathedral, and in 1857 he 
was nominated one of the Chaplains in Ordinary to her 
Majeety. On the appointment of Dr. Thomson (now Arch- 
bishop of York) to the bishopric of Gloucester and Bristol, 
he was elected by the Benchers of Lincoln’s-inn to the 
er of that society, a position much coveted in the 


lt is stated in circles likely to be well informed on the 
subject, that the lengthened delay in the delivery of the 
judgment of the Judicial Committee of Privy Council in the 
two cases, The Bishop of Salisbury v. Dr. Rowland Williams, 
-and the Rev. J, Fendall v. The Rev. H. B. Wilson, arises from 
the fact that there is a division of opinion amongst the mem- 
bers who heard the case. These were the Lord Chancellor, 
the Archbishop of Canterbury, the Archbishop of York, Lord 
Cranworth, Lord Kingsdown, and the Bishop of London. 
Earl Granville was present during @ portion of the proceeding», 
but took no part in the management of the case. The rumour 
is that the Lord Chancellor, Lord Cranworth, and Lord 
wn are in fayour of reversing the judgment of Dr, 





Lushington in the Court of Arches, which imposed the penalty 
of suspension for twelve months on each of the rev. defendants; 
while the three spiritual peers hold that the judgmeut was 
right, and that it should be undisturbed. In the event of this 
being the case, and Lord Granville declining to vote, Dr. 
Lushington’s judgment will stand, 


Lady Kindersley, the wife of Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. 
Kindersley, died at an early hour on Wednesday morning; 
Her Ladyship had been ailing for some time past, but no im- 
mediate serious result was anticipated, Fora few days pre- 
viously she had suffered slightly from a cold; but it was 
thought to be so trivial that his Honour sat as usual in his 
court on Tuesday. 


The following gentlemen will be entitled to take their seats 
at the commencement of the forthcoming session of Parlia. 
ment:—Sir Roundell Palmer, on his re-election for Richmond, 
as Attorney-General; Sir R. P. Collier, on his re-election for 
Plymouth, as Solicitor-General ; Colonel Vyse, for Windsor, 
in the room of Mr. Hope, deceased; Mr. Charles Neate, for 
the city of Oxford, in the room of Mr, J. H. Langston, de- 
ceased; Mr. Humphrey, for Andover, in the room of Mr, 
William Cubitt, deceased; Mr. R. Bateson Harvey, for Back- 
inghamshire, in the room of the Hon. W. G. Cavendish, now 
Lord Chesham; Major Waterhouse, for Pontefract, in the room 
of Mr. R, Monkton Milnes, raised to the peerage; Sir Colman 
O'Loghlen, Bart., for Clare, in the room of Mr. F, M. Calcutt, 
deceased; the Hon, Charles Richard Douglas Hanbury Tracy, 
for the Montgomery boroughs, in the room of Captain Willes 
Johnson, deceased; Sir William Fraser, Bart., for Ludlow, in 
the room of Mr. Beriah Botfield, deceased; the Hon. F. Lygon, 
for West Worcestershire, in the room of Viscount Elmsley, now 
Earl Beauchamp; Mr. J. Peel, for Tamworth, in the room of 
Viscount Raynham, now the Marquis Townshend; Mr. M. 
Treherne, for Coventry, in the room of the Right Hon. E. 
Ellice, deceased; Mr. Lloyd, for Barnstable, in the room of 
Mr. George Potts, deceased; Mr. George Shaw Lefevre, in the 
room of Mr. Pigott, now a Baron of the Exchequer. 


Tue Towniey Case.—The following is a copy of the reply 
addressed by Sir George Grey to the second letter from the 
magistrates of the county of Derby, respecting the case of 
George Victor Townley :— “ Whitehall, Jan, 20, 1864.—Gen- 
tlemen,—I am dirested by Secretary Sir George Grey, to ack- 
nowledge the receipt of your letter of the 15th inst., which he 
received on the 18th inst. While the magistrates, in whose 
names that letter was written, entirely agree that it was im- 
possible for the Secretary of State to refuse the inquiry 
recommended by the judge, into Townley’s state of mind, they 
appear to think that the inquiry could have been conducted in 
the same manner as an inquiry in the case of a commission of 
lunacy, directed by the Lord Chancellor, where the sanity of 
a person possessed of property is in question. They ask, ‘ Why 
should an inquiry, involving the momentous issue of life or 
death, and which thereby affects the reasonable sense of justice 
iu the masses of the people, be conducted in a less satisfactory 
manner than an inquiry touching property only?’ The answer 
to this question is, that, in the one case the Legislature has 
prescribed the manner of inquiry, and has provided the means 
of its being publicly conducted, the evidence being taken on 
oath before a judge, and a legal commissioner specially appointed 
to preside over it, or one of the judges, if the Chancellor shall 
so direct. In the other case, no such provision has been made, 
It was not, therefore, in the power of the Secretary of State to 
direct such an inquiry; nor is it in his power to direct a public 
inquiry, with evidence on oath, into the state of mind of any 

rson, The inquiry which he did institute, in order to 
obtain the information which was requisite to solve the 
doubt suggested by the judge and to guide him in the dis- 
charge of his duty, was necessarily of the same nature as those 
which have, on previous occasions, taken place in cases in which, 
notwithstanding the conviction of a person of a capital offence, 
doubts have been suggested as to whether, owing to his state 
of mind, the sentence of the law should be carried into effect. 
As the actual order of removal to Bethlehem Hospital was 
founded on the certificate of the 29th of December, signed by 
two county magistrates, the validity of which you do not 
impugn, it is scarcely necessary to advert to your statement as 
to the alleged invalidity of the first certificate. Iam, however, 
to inform you that the Secretary of State is advised that its 
being signed on a Sunday did not render it invalid, as it was 
not a judicial act within the meaning of the rule stated by the 
magistrates; and that, although it was signed only —— 
county justice, the other two magistrates being justices for the 
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borough only, the terms of the statute are not free from doubt, 
as to whether the borough justices had or not authority to sign 
it. You inform Sir George Grey that, in the opinion of the 
magistrates, Dr. Goede and his coadjutors, meaning thereby, it 
is presumed, the justices who signed the certificate, did not 
intend to sign a document which would be obligatory on the 
Secretary of State, and they submit that the ‘ certificate being 
expressed in terms directly opposed to the publicly declared 
intention of those who signed it, ought not to have an effect 
contrary to such intention.’ No statement which could sup- 
port this opinion has ever been received by Sir George Grey 
from any one of the magistrates cr medical men by whom either 
of the certificates were signed, and until he read this passage 
in your letter, it never occurred to him as possible that, in 
signing the certificates, and forwarding them to the Secretary 
of State, the persons certifying were not fully aware of the 
nature and effect of their certificate, or that they did not 
intend that it should be dealt with by the Secretary of State 
in conformity with the statute, with the provisions of which 
they had carefully complied. After the doubt, however, which 
you have suggested on this point, Sir George Grey has thought 
it right to call on the magistrates for an explanation of the 
course which they took upon this occasion, and for any ob- 
servations they may have to make as to this part of your 
letter, and also as to the ussertion that Townley’s removal to 
Bethlehem was effected by the agency of his solicitor and by the 
expenditure of money. He has also desired the governor of 
the gaol to inform him by whose authority he admitted to visit 
and examine the prisoner the two medical men who signed the 
certificates, and the two borough justices who signed the 

first certiticate, assuming you to be correct in saying that they 
had no authority to act in the county gaol, though situated 
within the borough. With regard to the entries in the sur- 
geons journal of the 25th of August and the 6th of October, 
which the visiting justices for the first time brought under the 

notice of the Secretary of State in their letter of the 8th inst., 

Sir George Grey, can only repeat the expression of his regret that, 
considering the importance now attached by the visiting jus- 

tices to these entries, they wholly overlooked them for so many 
months, and did not discover them and send copies of them to 
the Secretary of State till it was too late to render them of any 
practical use. You say that the report made by the Lunacy 
Commissioners on the 28th of December, seems to the magis- 
trates not to support the certificate of the two justices and two 
medical men. Sir George Grey has already informed you that 
he was not called upon to act upon that report alone. Had he 
been 80, although the commissioners say that, for the reasons 
set forth in their report, they could not consider Townley to be 
of sound mind, Sir George Grey, yet, would not have felt 
justified, from the general tenor of the report, in assuming that 
his uusoundness of mind was such as to exempt him from the 
re consequences of an act, for which, according to the law 
aid down by the learned judge, he was legally responsible. 
But, whatever was the purport and character of that report, it 
could not affect the validity of the vertificate. ‘In one point of 
view only was the opinion of the Lunacy Commissiouers, that 
Townley was not of sound mind, material. It gave this addi- 
tional weight to the certificate that it precluded the Secretary 
of State from supposing what he would in any case have been 
reluctant to do, except on the clearest proof, that four magis- 
trates and two medical men had, without any probable grounds, 
and with the wilful and deliberate intention of obstructing the 
course of justice, signed a certificate of Townley’s insanity. 
Had any magistrate thus wantonly and corruptly abused the 
power with which his office invested him, it is unnecessary to 
say that he would have proved himself wholly unfit to b2 con- 
tinued in the commission of the peace, and would have rendered 
himself liable to a criminal information. Whether any altera- 
tion shall be made in the law, applicable to a case of this nature, 
is a question which will not fail to receive consideration; but 
it is one on which Sir George Grey does not think it necessary 
to enter in this letter, —I am, Gentlemen, your obedient servant, 

(Signed “HH. WapDINGTON, 
“T. W. Evans, Esq., M,P., and W. Mundy, Esq., M.P.” 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
POWNALL—On Jan. 23, at 63, Russell-square, the wife of John Fish 
Pownall, Esq., of a daughter. 
WHITAKER—On Jan, 28, at 32, Gloucester-street, Belgrave-road, the 
wife of Marmaduke W, Whitaker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a 


daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 
CHILTON~ TODD—On Jan. 26, at the parish church, Oundle, North- 





amptonshire, George Horace David Chilton, Esq., of London, Solicitor, 

to Isabella, daughter of Mr. Richard Todd, of Oundle. 

GARNETT—JOHNSON—On Jan. 19, at St. Paul's, Clifton, John Garnett, 
Esq., late of Bahia, to Margaret, widow of the late R. H. Johnson, Esq., 
of Clifton, and daughter of the late Robert Spankie, Esq., one of her 
Majesty's Serjeants-at-Law. 

DEATHS, 

HARRIS—On Jan. 19, from the effects of an accident, Henry Harris, Esq., 
of Cainscross, Gloucestershire, Solicitor. 

JONES—On Dec 11, at Kishnoghur, Mary Anne, widow of the late Gilbert 
Abbot a Beckett, Esq., Metropolitan Police am and wife of 
George Jones, Esq., of the Inner Temple, aged 4! 

KINDERSLEY—On Jan 27, Lady Kindersley, wth of Vice-Chancellor 
Sir R. T. Kindersley. 

LAW--On “Jan. 25, at The Hawthorns, Twyford, Berks, the Hon. Mrs. 
Law, aged 74, widow of the late Hon. Churles Ewan Law, M.P. for 
Cambridge University, and Recorder of London. 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the —— Names will be 

transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 

within Three Months 

GaARFORTH,  apervaan ‘CaTuentes, of Coniston Cold, near Skipton, York- 
shire. £750 Consols.—Claimed by Frances Catherine Tottie (late Gar- 
forth, Spinster), wife of John William Tottie. 

Hixcater, Ecizaseta, of Aylesbury-street, Clerkenwell, Widow. £100 
Consols.—Claimed by Mary Jane Brotherton Hinchley, Administratrix . 
Hincarey, Wituiam, of Stratford, Essex, Publican, and Lang nora 

Hincater, of Aylesbury-street, Clerkenwell, his Wife. 
—Claimed by Mary Jane Brotherton Hinchley, Spinster, Pic hnmrw nf 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Prolessional Partnerships Dissolved. 
TugEspay, Jan. 26, 1864 
Bishop, Frederic, & Matthew Folliott Biakiston, Attorneys-at-Law and 
—- Hanley, Staffordshire Potteries. Jan 22. By mutual con- 


crete, Geo A., Joseph Maynard, W. Roper Maynard, & John L. Law- 
ford, Solicitors, Coleman-st. Jan 1. By mutual consent, so far as re- 
gards George Augustus Crowder. 

Rudd, Edwd John, & Wm Fenton Kenny, Halifax, Attorneys and Solici- 
tors. Jan 22. By mutual consent. 


GH indings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
TuEsDAY, Jan, 26, 1864. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Pneumatic Ship Raising and Universal Salvage Company (Limited).—The 
Master of the Rolls order to wind up Jan 16, 
University Club and Permanent gy armed (Limited).—The 
Master of the Rolls order to wind up Jan | 


Creditors under 22 & 23 oun tap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faipar, Jan, 23, 1864. 

omen Mrs Mary, Farnham, Widow. Feb 29, Hollest & Mason, Farn- 

—_, Wm, Freetown, Sierra Leone, Merchant. April 13. Chester, 
Newington- butts. 

a Lg Rotherham, Wine Merchant. March 21, Hoyle & Son, 
Rotherh 

ae, os Sohn, Gt Glemham, Suffolk, Esq. March 16. Mayhew, Sax- 
mund 

Selwyn, Sophia Maria, Guernsey, Widow. Feb 12. Harrison & Lewis, 
Old Jewry. 

Seurr, Thee, West Hartlepool, Shipowner. Feb 29. Turnbull & Bell, 
West Hartlepool. 

Williams, St George, Assistant Surgeon, Madras Medical Department. 
Feb 29, Crosse, Bell-yard, Doctor’ a 

Tuespay, Jan. 26, 

Clarke, Mary, Smithy Brow, St Helen’s, bee TInukeep r. Jan Il. 
Taylor, St Helen's. 

Digby. T Thos, Hessle, East Riding, York, Gent, Feb 21. Iveson & Sons, 


Grylls, Rev Wm, p Manwtne; Devon, Clerk. March 25, Coode & Co, 
King’s Arms- 

Jackson, Robt, (ee Oxford, Farmer. Feb6. Kirby, Bicester 

Jones, Chas, Gloucester, Cabinet Maker. April 1. Bretherton, Glou- 


cester. 
Kinnett, Moses, Cricklade, Wilts, Innkeeper, Feb 29. Mullings & Co, 
Cirencester. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of og il 
Fripar, Jan. 22, 1 
a, Geo + ae Victory-row, Stepney, Builder. Feb 24, 
arre 
Howel, Tey | ee Liangadfan, Montgomery, Clerk. Feb 16. Joneso 


Evans, 

Langford, Chas, Rye, Esq. Feb 18. Langford » Sampson, V.C. Wood. 

Mornington, Right Hon Wm Richd Arthur, Earl of, Draycot House, Chip- 
pen , and Place Vendome, Paris. March 1. M. 

— Wn, Barnsley, Iron Agent. Feb 16. Royston » Royston, V. C. 


TuespaY, Jan. 26, 1864. 
Allen, David, magreest ba nr Cannock, Stafford, Farmer. Feb 20. 
Allen o Allen, V. C. W 
Angerstein, Charlotte Sophie, oe gardens, Bayswater. Feb 2°. 
Lord Blayney v Newdegate, 

Henkin bet” Clifford, "Hereord "Feb a ee Cpanes I. R. 
wkins, , Reading. Feb 18. ‘orbes e Tanner, V. een oe i 
Laycock, , Leeds, Forgeman. Feb 24. Laycock v La: R. 
ra om Kexby, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 29. o Stani- 
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Assignments for Benekt of Creditors. 
Farrar, Jan. 22, 1864. 


Schilling, Christian, Quadrant, Regent-st, Tailor. Dec 22. Muson & 
Parker, King-st, Cheapside. 
Tuespay, Jan, 26, 1864. 
Francis, Jas, Devizes, Innkeeper. Dec 26. Meck, Devizes. 
Pankhurst, Jas, Lamberhurst, Sussex, Butcher. Jan 19. Hinds, Goud- 


hurst. 


Deeds regustered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Farway, Jan 22, 1864. 


Coxon, Wm, Brinkburn Mill, Northumberland, Miller. Dec 24, Conv. 
Reg Jan 21. 
Edwards, David, Macclesfield, Silk Throwster. Jan 15. Comp, Reg 


Jan 20. 
Farr, Thos, Bristol, Baker. 
Fisher, Jas, Much Birch, Hereford, Gent. 


Jani9. Comp. Reg Jan 21. 
Dec 29. Conv. Reg Jan 22. 


Francis, Jas, Devizes, Innkeeper. Dec 26. Asst. Reg Jan 21. 
Halam, Geo, Nottingham, Horse Dealer. Jan 1. Conv. Reg Jan 21. 
Hall, John, Macclesfield, Silkman. Jan8. Comp. Keg Jan 21. 


Hammond, John Thos, Macclesfield, Silk Throwster. Jan 15, Comp. 
Reg Jan 26. 

Holme, Wm, Sheerness, Grocer. Dec 22, Asst. Reg Jan 19. 

Hughes, Joseph, Doncaster, Hosier. Dec 24. Conv. Reg Jan2I. 

Hutchins, John, Waltham, Leicester, Farmer. Dec 28, Conv. Ree Jan 21. 


Jones, ayy New North- rd, Hoxton, Commission Agent. Jan 5. Comp. 
Reg Jan 
Lomax, Robt, Oldham, Provision Dealer. 


Jan 5. Asst. Reg Jan 20, 
Maddock, Wm, Lpool, Ship Chandler. Dec 31. Conv. Reg Jan 22. 
Mortimer, Jas, Gresham-st, Builder. Jan 19. Asst. Reg Jan 21. 


—~~ —_— Coventry, Watch Manufacturer. 
Reg 
Newbol Ch race. Nottingham, Elastic Web Manufacturer. 
J 


Jan 18. Comp. 


Jan 9, Conv. 


Pegg, Thos, Lenton, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. Jan 14. Asst. 
John Henderson, Birm, Draper. Jan 16. Asst. Reg Jan 21. 
Russell, Wm Horace, Harefield, Middx, Miller. Jan 8. Comp. Reg Jan 21. 

Sellw: ood, Geo, Hungerford, Innkeeper. Dec 29. Asst. Reg Jan 20. 
Sherlock, Wm, Birkenhead, Carter. Jan7. Asst. Reg Jan 20, 
Strousberg, ae Philip Fischel, Ockley, nr Dorking, Gent. Jan 18. 

lan is 
Taylor, Wm, Macclesfield, Silk Throwster. Jan 18. Comp. Reg Jan 20. 
Turner, Andrew, Thee, Pood , Innkeeper. Dec 22, Conv. Reg Jan 19. 
ey to leton, Lancaster, Corn Dealer. Dec 22. Cony. 
an | 


Wareham, Win, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Grocer. Dec 24. Conv. Reg Jan 22, 
Wiseman, John, Sunderland, Grocer. Dec 24. Comp. Reg Jan 21. 
TvuespayY, Jan. 26, 1864. 


Anderson, Chas, Birm, Gun Manufacturer. Dec 31. Conv. Reg Jan 25, 
Ashcroft, ‘Ellen — Didsbury, Lancaster, Widow, Corn Dealer. Dec 21. 
Asst. Reg Jan 2 
Bell, Jas Stendland, Leeds, Druggist. Decl. Asst. Reg Jan 26, 
-—~\Y Chas Lucas, Leeds, Provision Merchant. Dec 30, Asst. Reg 
lan 23, 
Bycroft, Benj, Manch, Crinoline Manufacturer. Jan 21. Comp. Reg 


Clemson, John, Derby, Manufacturer. Jani3. Comp. Reg Jan 22. 
Cooper, Wm, North Duffield, York, Farmer. Dec 24. Comp. Reg Jan 22. 
Cozens, Hy Bennett, Bristol, ‘Accountant. Jan 18. Conv. Reg Jan 25. 
be ~ ~ any St George’s-rd, Shepherd's Bush, Clerk. Jan 20. Comp. Reg 


cum Mark, Upper Clapton, Draper. Dec 28. Comp. Reg Jan 25. 
Da Costa, Luiz a Gt St Helens, London, Wine Merchant. Jan 20. 


Durk, "Fredk. Creneee, Somerset, Builder. Jan 18. Comp. Reg Jan 25, 
Farrington, Christopher, Wolverhampton, Builder. Jan9. Comp. Reg 


vib, Tis, Ecclesfield, Lancaster, Builder. Dec 30. Conv. Reg Jan 25, 
Freeman, Saml Jessop, Bradford, Grocer. Jan!. Conv. Reg Jan 23. 
Good, John, Hatton-garden, Jeweller. Jani. Conv. Reg Jan 25. 
pion Lage hea eg + ad 4 Be 19. Conv. Reg Jan 25, 

uthrie ex ohn Richardson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Tail 

19. Conv. Reg Jan 25. Se ee 


Gwynne, David, Dinas, Breconshire, Farmer. Dec 26. Asst. Reg Jan 22, 


Hastings, Smith, Three King-ct, Lombard-st, Wine Merchant. Jan 23. 
Conv. Reg Jan 2 
Jones, Wm, fondo Port, Anglesey, Corn Merchant. Dec 29. Asst. 


Reg Jan 23. 
i bee Edwd, Carlton-st, Oid Kent-rd, Builder. Dec 29. Conv. 


wees Soeiph, Whitehaven, Builder. Dec 28. Conv. Reg Jan 22. 
“= pay Upper W: inchenden, Bucks, Timber Dealer. Jan 18. Comp. 


‘ott, t» Jon, Skelmersdale Hall, Lancaster, Farmer. Jan 2. Asst. 
> hich Nottingham, Commission Agent. Jan 15. Cony. Reg 
Pope, Fredk Alex, Birm, Grocer. Dec 3i. Conv. Reg Jan 22. 

Purvis, Wm, jun, W alworth- rd, Baker. Dec 26. bene, Reg Jan 23. 


Ta: bed John, & Joseph Hiram Mayoh, Manch, Provision Merchants, 


jan 14, Asst. Jan 
Williams, Chas Hy, oohans, Baker, Jan 11. 
Bankrupts. 


Farivar, Jan. 22, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 


Ball, Wm Hy, Amelia-st, Walworth, Livery-stable Keeper. Ad 
‘Feb 9 at ll, Aldridge. " da disule 


Asst. Reg Jan 25. 


Beale, Albert Geo, Winchester-st, Pimlico, Schoolmaster. P 
Feb 10 at 11. Buchanan, Basinghali-st. apbarbe ice 
B Joseph Marsh, Eastwork-lane, Chertsey, Superannuated Clerk 


8-ct. 
Pet Jan 18. Feb2 


in Ty ORee. Pet Jan 18. Feb 2at i. Nicholson & Clark, Cook’ 
Sidney, Park-rd, Plumstead, Labourer, 
atl, Clark, Stanley-pl. 





Braddon, Wm, New Hornsey-rd, Holloway, Coal Merchant. Adj Jan 18, 
Feb 9at2. Aldridge. 

Burr, Jas, St Mary, Leyton, Essex, Assistant to a Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Jan 19, Feb 2 at Bramwell, Scott’s-yard. 

Burt, Wm Augustus, Oval-rd, Regent’ 's-park, = Agent. Pet Jan 
-20. FebGat 11. Seaman, Kingston Russell-p 

Castell, Hy, Aldermanbury, Warehouseman. Pet Jan 18. Feb 2 at 3, 
Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 
Chapman, Geo Walter, Henley-upon- Ser arg Artificial Manure Mere 
chant. AdjJan1ll. Feb2at2. Aldridge 
Cole, Frank, Gower-st, Commission shettiaan. Adj Jan 18. Feb 9 at II, 
Aldridge. 

ar 5 Thos, Lower-st, Islington, Watch Maker. 
10atll., C. V. Lewis, Raymond's- bdgs. 

Collyer, Wm, Oakley-st, Lambeth, Smith. 
Sorrell, Mark- Jane. 

Daniel, Fredk, & Hy Devereux Maer, Cannon-st West, Merchants, Pet 
Jan ll, Feb 2at 2. Humber & Harrison, King’s Arms-yard, 

Daplyn, Wm, Holt, Norfolk, Dealer in Flour. Pet Jan 19, Feb 2 at 12, 
Doyle, Gray’ s-inn, and Drake, East Dereham. 


Pet Jan 20. Feb 
Pet Jan 19. Feb 10 at ll. 


Ellis, Jas, Minories, Plumber and Glazier. Pet Jan 15. Feb 2 at 2, 
Sorrell, Mark-lane. 
Ells, Hiram, Cowper-st, City-road, Farrier, Pet Jan 18, Feb9 at1, 


Drew, New Basinghall-st. 

Garratt, John, Garrick-lane, Tooting, Innkeeper. Adj Jan 16. Feb 9 at 
ll. Aldridge. 

Goshawk, Alfred, Church-st, Camberwell, Photographic Artist. Pet Jan 
18. FebYat 12. Williams, Serjeants’-inn. 

Harmer, Wm, Tabernacle-walk, Finsbury, Grocer, Pet Jan 19, 
at 2. Juckes, Basinghall-st. 

oe es, Thos, W: elis-rd, Sydenham, Market Gardener, 

2at2. Terrell & Chamberlain, Basinghall-st 

Healy, Edmund Francis, Whiskin-st, Clerkenwell, 
Pet Jan 20 (for pau). Feb iO at ll. Aldridge. 

Herbert, Rchd, Glebe-ter, Islington, Cheesemonger. 
at 12. Waldron, Lambs Conduit-st. 

Irving, Wm Kchd, Rosebank-road, North Bow, Clerk, Pet Jan 20. Feb 
6 at 12. Weatherfield, Moorgate-st. 

Jackson, Wm Beckwith, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 


Feb2 

Pet Jan19, Feb 
Working Jeweller, 
Pet Jan 19, Feb 15 


Clerk in her Ma- 


jesty’ . Court of Probate. Pet Jan 18. Feb 15 at ll. Lewis & Lewis, 
Ely-place. 
Jeffery, Jas, Plumstead, Grocer. Pet Jan 18. Feb2at 2. Marshall & 


Son, Hatton-garden. 
Jones, David, Jewry-st, Aldgate, Dairyman. 
Aldridge. 
Kavanagh, Daniel, Calcutta, Master Mariner. Feb 9 at 1. 
Nethersole & Speechley. New Inn. 
Leach, Wm, Greenwich, Beerseller. Feb 6 at 12. 
& Lewis, ¢ Old Jewry. ‘ Harrigan 
Lediard, Richd, Dockhead, Bermondsey, Innkeeeer. Adj Jan 16. Feb? 
at3. Aldridge. 
Levey, Geo, & Chas Robson, Great New-st, Fetter-lane, Printers. Pet 
Jan 19. Feb 9 atl. ae a aga Co, Old Jewry-chambers, 
Maison, Pierre, St Martin’s-lane, Leicester-sq, Restaurant Keeper. 
Jan Is. Le 9atil. og ‘ Adj 
Malin, Geo Thos, Queen’s-ter, Haverstock-hill, Coach Painter. Pe 
19. Feb9ati. Wright, Chancery-lane. ; rp 
Mann, Robt, Alfred-mews, Tottenham-ct-rd, Assistant to a Bedste 
Maker. Pet Jan 20 (for pau). Feb 2at3. Aldridge. - 
Marns, Geo Thes, Broad-st, Ratcliffe, Ship Chandler. Pet Jan 18, Feb 
6 at ll. Fisher, Earl-st. 
ae Wm, Old Bailey, Manager. Pet Jan 20 (for pau). Feb 2 at 2.30 
Aldridge. 
Marshall, Thos, High-rd, sethoabae, Fishmonger. Feb 6 
at ll. Lewis & Lewis, Ely = 
Mayo, John Geo, Woburn-pl, Russell-sq, Barrister-at-Law. § 
Feb 8at}1. Mardon, Mark-lane. ; w. Pet dona, 
McAuliffe, Jno, Princes-st, Lisson-grove, Greengrocer. Adj Jan 18. Feb 
9 at 2. ae 
Mitchell, John, Florence-st, Islington, Builder’s Foreman. 
Feb 2 at 2. ‘Beard, Basinghall- st. ts. Me 
Newman, Sam], Farnham, Basket Maker. Feb 2 
Palmer & Co, Bedford-row. at 2.30. 
Osborn, John, Brook-row, Bagnigge-wells rd, Timber Dealer, Pet Jan 18. 


Adj Jan 18. Feb 9 at 2. 
Pet Jan 19. 
Pet Jan 14, 


Pet Jan 18, 


Pet Jan 21, 


Feb 9 at 12. Barrow, Cannon-st. 

Pooley, Joseph, Royal-st, Lambeth, Manure Merchant. Adj Jan 16. Feb 
9at ll. Aldridge, 

Pyne, Richd Wm, Queen’s-row, Camberwell, Builder. Pet Jan 18, Feb6 
atl. Ody, Trinity-st, 

Rice, Fras John, Gt Portland-st, Middlx, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Jan 18. 


Feb 6 at 12, Rice, Mortimer-st, 
Rogers, -_— Upper Lisson-st, Paddington, Dairyman, Adj Jan 16, Feb 
9atil. Aldridge. Hingt 
ee: Wm, Wallingford, Horse Dealer, F 
any Sei nest i , eb 9 atl, 
Samson, Sm! Buchman, Wilderncss-row, Clerkenwell, Leather Merchant, 
Pet Jan 20. Feb 6 at 12. Green & Hall, Moorgate-st 7 
Sansbury os Stoyles, Fowkes-bidgs, Great Tower- st Hemp Dealer. 
Adj Jan 18, Feb9at2. Aldridge. i hals tie 
Seataargoot Wm, York-rd, hautbeth; Builder. Adj Jan 18. Feb 9 at 11, 
ge 
Schlesinger, John Wilhelm, Canon-st West, Merchant, 
Feb 2 at 2, Brandon, Essex-st. om on 
Shaw, Wm, Sutterton-st, Caledonian-rd, Islington, Shopkeeper. 
Jan - Feb 9 at 2. Olive, Portsmouth. st. = a 
Simon, Hy Andrews, Quality-et, Chancery-lane Barrister-at- La FP 
Jan 18. Feb Gat l. Shephard, College-hill.” inte 
Smith, Wm, Tottenham-ct-rd, Coffee-house Keeper. 
at12. Beard, Basinghall st, 
Saowden, Jas Speight, Tooley-st, Sail Cloth Manufacturer. Pet Dec 30. 
Feb6at 1. Peckham & Salt, Great Kuightrider-st. 
Spiegel, Maurice, Walbrook, Merchant. Pet Jan 20. Feb 6 at 12, Chid- 
ley, Old Jewry, 
Thurnell, Wm ‘Archer-ter, East India-rd, Middlesex, Meat Salesman. 
Adj Jan 18. ‘Feb 9 at 2. "Aldridge, : 


Pet Jan 19, 


Pet Jan 18. Feb 9 


Wedlake, Hy Thos, George-st, Euston- rd, Organ Buil 8 
Madridge, . a 


Feb 9 at Ii, 
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Willis, Salome, Manor-st, Clapham, Widow. Pet Jan 19. Feb 9 at l- 
Wetherfield, Moorgate-st. 


a Benj, Caversham, Oxford, Clerk. Pet Jan 19. Feb 6 at 11. 
Empson, Moorgate-st. 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Abbitts, Abel, Birm, Brass Caster. Pet Jan 20. Birm, Feb 8 at 10. 


Allen, Birm, 
Allen, Joseph, Horbury, nr Wakefield, Tea Dealer. Pet Jan 18. Wake- 
field, Feb 6 at 11. Barratt, Wakefield. 
Avian, Thomas, Stockton-' pon Tees, Shi Ship Broker. Pet Jan 15. Stock- 
» ton-upon-Tees, Feb 3 at !2. Crosby, Stockton. 
Bampton, pony = eee Bridge, bee Draper. Pet Jan 19, Chapel- 


en- ager 8 ‘eb 3 at 11. Goodman, Chapel-en-le-Frith. 
Bean, Obadiah, City, Tailor. Pet Jan 20. Lincoln, Feb 3 at 11. 
Brown & Son, 


Lincoln. 
Beards, Isaac, Wolverhampton, Cabinet Lock Manufacturer, Adj Jan 18. 
irm, Feb 5 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 
berry, iy, Leeds, Hay Dealer, Pet Jan 14. Leeds, Feb 3 at 12. Harle, 


Buck, David, Caxton, Cambridgeshire, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 18. St 
Neots, Feb 4 at 2. Hunt, Cambridgeshire 
Cole, Thos, Merthyr Tydfil, aa Pet Jan 20, Merthyr Tydfil, Feb 
Phd! at2. Smith, Merthyr 
1, Martin Peter, Worlingworth, Suffolk, Grocer. Pet Jan 19. 
gn Ey Feb 4at 2. Shafto, Framlingham. 
Coes, Francis, Worcester, Glover. - Pet Jan 15. Worcester, Feb 5 at 
Wilson, Worcester. 
Devis, Alfred Newnham, Gloucester, Beerseller. Pet Jan 19. Mon- 
mouth, Feb 3 at 12. Wilkes, Gloucester. 
Dixon, Isaiah (and not Josiah Dixon, as printed in the Gazette of Tuesday 


last). 

Dixon, Robt, Little Bolton, ee Provision Dealer. Pet Jan 19. 
Manch, Feb 2 at1l. Hulton & Son, Bolton, and Sutton, Manch. 

Fox, John, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Jan 16, Ulvers- 
ton, Jan 25 at 11.36, Relph, Ulverston. 

yg =, Caunton, Nottingham, Grocer. Pet Jan 20. Newark, 


, Nottingham. 
Golightly, Robt, Sedgefield, ‘Durham, Victualler. Adj Jan 15. Stockton- 


on-Tees, Feb 3 at 12. 

Green, Hy, Birkenhead, Auctioneer. Pet Jun 12. Lpool, Feb | at Il. 
Hi 

Greenway, Fredk, Diglis, Worcester, Commercial Clerk. Pet Jan 15. Wor- 
cester, Feb 5 at Ll. , Worcester. 

key, Jas, Newchapel, Woistanton, Labourer. Adj Jan 18. Hanley, 
Feb 13 at 12, Litchfield, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Hazzard, Jas, Agden Guise, nr Woburn, Baker. Pet Jan 18, Leighton 
Buzzard, Tob 5 at 11, Marshall, Lincolp’s-inn-fields, 

Helliwell, John, Holebottom-mill, nr Todmorden, Cotton Spinner. Pet 
Jan 20, Leeds, Feb 11 at 11. Eastwood, Todmorden, and Bond & 
Barwick, Leeds. 

Hewitt, Chas Hy Burdett, Litchfield, Wine Merchant. Pet Jan 16. Birm, 
Feb 1 at 12. Reece & Harris, Birm. 

— Hy, ool, Victualler. Pet Jan 18. Lpool, Feb 8 at il. Bilack- 

Hope, Win gs Earyag oor, Worcester, Butcher, Pet Jan19. Birm, Feb 15 
at 12, 

Horsfall, Joseph, & Joseph Snowdon. Leeds and Morley, Builders. Pet Jan 
14, Leeds, Feb 3 at 12. Harle, 

= ~~ Loughborough, Joiner. Pet Jan 18. Loughborough, Feb 3 
atl Deane, Lough 

pis Edmund, Bradford, Woolstapler. Pet Jan 19, Leeds, Feb 8 at 10. 
North & Sons, 


Leeds. 
Kingman, Thos, emg sere be — Pet Jan19 Cheltenham, Feb 5 
atll. Chesshyre, Chelten 


Lawrence, Fredk, Birm, Gun a Pet Jan 19. Birm, Feb 8 at 10. 
Parry, Birm 

Lloyd, Chas, Maindy, nr Cardiff, Gardener. Adj Jan 14, Cardiff, Feb 
2atl2. Ensor, 


Lockwood, Robt, ‘Spanby, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet Jan 18. Sleaford, Feb4 
atll, Toynbee, Lincoln. 

Macdonald, vag West Hartlepool, Comedian. Pet Jan 18, 
Feb 6 at 11, Marshall, West Hart 

Miles, Wm. Shirenewton, ‘Monmont, imber Dealer. Adj Dec 9. Chep- 
stow, Feb 12 at 11. Roberts, U: 

a a bo emg se Peter. Adj Jan 12, Attleborough, Feb 

Packman, Isaac, Rochester, Victualler, Pet Jan 20. Rochester, Feb 5 


at10. Hayward, Rochester. 
— Geo, ey Cattle Dealer. Pet Jan 18. Birm, Feb 15 at 
"Reece & Har: 


Hartlepool, 


Birm. 
Pike, Alfred, Ramsbury, Wilts, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 16. Hungerford, Feb 


iat. Cave, Newbury. 
» Thos, Botcheston, haenter, Farmer. Pet Janil. Birm, Feb 5at 
12° Same & % Grifin, Birm 


"ie. Hert 's-green, or Wareside, a Publican. Pet Jan 
Herron Feb atl Armstrong, Hertford. 
Burton- gg Trent, Cooper. Pet JanI2, Burton, Feb8 


‘obinson, Jas, 

cL "Sutton, Burslem. 
owe, Anne, Westbromwich, Edge Tool Maker. Pet Jan 16. Birm, 
Feb 5 at 12. Allen, Birm. 

Scantlebury, Thos, jun, Falmouth, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 16. Exeter, 
Feb 3 at il. Jenkins, Penryn, and Terrell, Exeter 

Scarth, Benj, town, Pudsey, York, Plumber, Pet Jan 19. Brad- 
ford, "Feb 2 at 10. Harie, 


mall, ” Sami, Falling’ 's-heath, Darlaston, Butcher. Pet Jan 18. Walsall, 
Feb 10 at 12, Sheldon, Wednesb ury, 
Smyth, Fredk Wm, Cardiff, —— Agent. Pet Jan 18. Cardiff, 
Feb 5 at 12. Goodere, Cardi 
e tote Tranmee, Chester, Builder. Pet Jan 
14, Birkenhead, Feb 1 at 11. Rymer, Lpool. 
Steel, Bartholomew, Sheffield, Earthenware Dealer. Pet Jan 18. Shef- 
field, Feb 4 atl. Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 
Tippins, Saml, Pontymistre, nr Newport, Draper. Pct Jan 15. Bristol, 


Feb 5 atll. Greenway & Bytheway, Pontypool ; Llewellen, Newport ; 
and Brittan & Sons, Bristol. 
Gabriel, Lpool, Bookseller. 
Conway Lpool, 


Pet Jan 20. Lpool, Feb 1 at 11. 





Thompson, John, Escomb, Durham, Boot Maker. Pet Jan 16. Bishop 

wal, Wa Eevsden Writhg Cleric, Pet Jan 16. Shrewsbury, Feb 
allis, Wm, Shrewsbury, ¢ Jan 16. 
Feb 4 at 11. Cooper, Shrewsbury. 

Wetherington, Geo, - regal Chemist, Pet Jan 19. Birm, Feb 5 at 12. 
Reece & Harris. 

Whiteway, John, East st Leigh, Devon, Yeomen. Pet Jan 7. Totnes, Feb 
6at 12. Michelmore, Totnes. , 

Williamson, Wm, & John Williamson, Hunslet, Leeds, Glass 
Manufacturers. Pet Jan 19. Leeds, Feb ll atil. Emsley & Co, 


Tuespar, Jan. 26, 1864. 
To Surrender in London. 
Atkins, John, Gt College-st, Camden Town, Dairyman. Pet Jan 19. Feb 
9ati. Ablett, Newcastle-st. 
Bennett, Hy Rchd, Derham-yd, Drury-ct, Whitesmith. Pet Jan 21. Feb 
9at12, Aldridge 
Bradshaw, John Fawin Roger, Henry-st, ee Ship’s Smith, Pet 
Jan 2i. Feb 10at12. Hill, Basinghall-st. 
butler, Chas, Carlisle-st, Edgware-rd, Builder. Pet Jan 21, Feb 10 at 
11, Clarke, Stanley-pl, Paddington. 
Claxton, Francis, St Ann’s-ter, Brixton, Messe’ in the House of 
Commons. Pet Jan 23. Feb 10 atl, Lewis & : 
Cordeaux, Richd Geo, & John Bampfield Yule, New Wine 
Merchants, Pet Jan 12. Feb 10 at Ll. Farrar, Gt 

Cottie, John, Grange-rd, Bermondsey, Cheesemonger. Pet Jani 20. Feb 
9atl. Silvester, Gt Dover-st. 

Day, Nathaniel Wm, Gt Tower-st, Carman. Pet Jan 23. Feb 16 at 1. 
Waghorn, Gt Tower-st. 

Dwarris, Fortunatus Wm, Tyers-st, Lambeth, out of business. Adj Jan 
18. Feb8atl2. Aldridge. 

Finch, John Edw, Gt Cam’ = ee Pet 
Pet "Jan 18. Feb8atll. atberneld, longue at 

Furniss, Martin Edwd, Newman-st, Oxford Cierk. Pet Jani 22, 
(for pau), Feb 15at12. Aldridge. 

ayo or Maria, Bath-rd, Peckham, Widow. Adj Jan16. Feb 15 at 12, 

ge. 

Hall, Jas Edmund, Union-st, New Nerth-rd, Engineering an. 
Pet Jan 22. Feb 10 at 12, Spencer, Coleman-st-bl — 

Meatley, Thos, Harrow-on-the-Hill, Clerk. Pet Jan 23, Feb 18 atId, 
Porter, Coleman-st. 

Kempe, Alfred Arrow, Slough, Clerk in Holy Orders. Pet Jan22, Feb 
8atll. Roberts & Vaughan, Bucklersbury 

Laurent, Jacquet, Gt Newport-st, Wine Merchant: AdjJani4. Feb 15 


atl. Aldridge. 
= Geo Thos, John-st, Stepney, Beerseller. AdjJan 18. Feb Sat 
Adj Jan 20. Feb fo 


Aldridge. 

Mackay, Alex, Chatham, Staff Assistant-Surgeon. 
at 1. Aldridge. 

Mann, Chas, Barnard's. inn, no business. Adj Jan 18. FebSati2, Ald- 
ridge. 

— Wm Elliott, Oxford, Gent. Adj Jan H. Feb 10 ati2, Ald- 

ge. 

Mason, Geo, Queen’s-rd, Peckham, Horse Dealer, PetJanl9. Feb9at 
1. Ody, Trinity-st. 

Mortimore, Richd Hooper, Camden-sq, 5 aa Attorney-at-Law. 
Pet Jan 21 (for pan). Feb 10 at 12, 

Motley, Wm Wood, Arabella-rd, ‘aitbenie ‘Sueher, Pet Jan 21, Febo 
atl2. Aldridge. 

Newman, Wm Brown, Lewisham, Builder. Adj Jan 20. Feb 9 at, 
Aldridge. 

a Thos, Stamford Baron, Northampton, Victualler. Pet Jan 23, 
Feb 9 at 2. Wright & Bonner, London-st, and Law, Stamford. 

Powling, Chas, Green-st, Paddington-green, Beerseller. Adj Jan 18, Feb 
1Zat il. Aldridge. 


Rogers, Fra:k, Great College-st, Camden-town, Photographic Artist. Pet 
Jan 23. Feb 9at2. Waldron, Lamb's Co: Condui uit-st. 


| Shaw, Jas, Long Buckby, Northampton, Farmer. Pet Jan 22, Feb Fat 


2. Austin & De Gex, Gray’s-inn. 

Stace, Saml, jun, Hastings, Blacksmith. Pet Jan 22. Feb 10 at 12. 
Sole & Co, Aldermanbury. 

Stute, Fredk, Nicholl-sq, Hackney, Commission Agent. Pet Jan al. 
Feb 9 at 2. Davies, Union-ct. 

Taylor, John Thos, Gillingham-st, Pimlico, Interpreter. Pet Jan 22, 
Feb 9 at!, Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Windust, Chas, Oxford-st, out of business. Pet Jan 22. Feb 13 at 1. 
Hales, Gracechurch-st. 

Woodward, ‘thos, Salisbury, Baker. Pet Jan2i. Feb13at1. Marshall, 


Hatton-garden. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Ashton, Wm, Wellington, Salop, Commercial Clerk. Pet Jan 21, Birm, 
Feb 15 at 12. Webb, Birm. 
Blease, Thos Stanley, ‘Garston, Lancaster. Adj Jan 21, Lpool, Feb 11 


atll. 

Bracegirdle, Wm, Partington, Chester, Lab Pet Jan 21. Altrincham, 
Feb 9 at 12. Roedens Altrincham. 

Brockley, Geo, Hanley, Cabinet Maker. Pet Jan2\. Hanley, Feb 13 at 


12. Moxon, Hanley. ‘ i 

Brouet, Emile, Sunderland, Agent. Adj Jan 15. Newcastle- 
castle-on-Tyne. 

id, Slater. Pet Jan 23. "Sheffield, Feb 10 a¢ 1. 


on-Tyne, Feb 8 at 12.. Hoyle, New 

Brown, James, Sheffiel 

Caven as, Huddersfield, Beerseller. Pet Jan 18, Huddersfield, 
Feb 15 at 10. Dransfield, Huddersfield. 

— Bedford, Weaver. Pet Jan 23. Leigh, Feb 10 at 1. Ambier, 

crt Js Joseph, Walsall, aan. Adj Jan 18. Walsall, Feb 10 at 12, 

Lewis, Walsal 

Crow, Lg Redditch, ao. Pet Jan 6, Redditch, March 7 at 11. 
Walford, Birm. 

es Hy, J, Sothaeaton ee a Publican. Adj Jan 21. Christchurch, Feb 9 
at 12. Sharp, 

Pr nF, Thos Saxby, Baighton, Schoolmaster. Pet Jan 22. Brighton, 
Feb 10 at 1. Lamb, Brighton. 

Farwell, John Albert, Meleombe Regis, Baker, Pet Jan 20. W:ymouth, 


Feb 5 at 10. Hill, ‘Weymouth. 
, Robt Henderson, Brazier. Pet Jan 23. Newcastle; Feb 
6atll, Britton, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, 
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Goodier, ‘John, 
Lpcol, Feb 9 at 11, 

Hann, Hy, Weymouth, Butcher. Pet Jan 25. 
Weymouth. 


& Lawrence Fogg, Lpool, Seed Crushers, Pet Jan 20. 
Neal & Martin, Lpool. 
Exeter, Feb 10 at 12. Howard, 


Harvey, CavendishG, Haylebeach, Pembroke. Adj Jan 12, Haverford- 
west, Feb 5 at 11. Brittan, Bristol. E 
Hennin, Patrick, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Poulterer. Pet Jan 22, New- 


castle, Feb 6 at il. Brewis, Newcast:e-upon-Tyne. J 
Holland, Richd, Lpool, General Merchant. Adj Jan 21. Lpool, Feb 11 


at ll, 

Hooton, David, Macclesfield, Silkman. Pet Jan 15. Manch, Feb 9 at 12. 
Redfern & Son, Leek. 

Horsfall, Joshua, & John Horsfall, Bradford, Woolstaplers. Tet Jan 21. 
Leeds, Feb 8 at 10. Watson, Bradford, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Hoyle, Geo, Halifax, Butcher. Pet Jan 22, Halifax, Jan 12 at 10. 
Wavell & Co. 

Hughes, Wm, Tanymynydd, Carnarvon, Seedsman, Pet Jan 16, Pwil- 
heli, Feb 5at 11. Jones. 

Insley, Hy, Sedgley, Stafford, Journeyman. 
Ifatil. Bartlett; Wolverhampton. 


Pet Jan 21. Dudley, Feb 


Jenkins, John, New-inn, nr Bridgend, Mason, Vet Jan 21. Bridgend, 
Feb Gatll. Stockwood, Bridgend. 

Jenkyn, Thos, Praze, Cornwall, Shopkeeper. Pet Jan 23. Feb 6 at 12. 
Boyns, Penzance. 


Moorhouse, John, Mill Moor, Maltham, York, Grocer. Pet Jan 18. Hud- 
dersfield, Feb 15 at 10. Dransfield, Huddersfield. 
Robinson, Richd, Grantham, Publican. Pet Jan 20. Nottingham, Feb 9 at 
ll. Law, Stamford. 
Sercombe, Geo, & Thos Sercombe, Exeter, General Merchants. Pet Jan 
23. Exeter, Feb 17 at 12. Floud, Exeter. 
Simmons, Hy, Staplefield-common, Cuckfield, Carpenter. Pet Jan 21, 
Cuckfield, Feb 8 at 10. Lamb, Brighton. 
r, Walter, Sandown, Isle of Wight, Carpenter. Pet Jan 21. 
“port, Feb6 at ll. Joyce, Newport. 
Stee@, Robt Aaron, Long Melford, Suffolk, Bootmaker. Pet Jan 21. Sud- 
bury, Feb 8at 12. Cardmall, Halstead. 
Stokes, Edwin, Aldridge, Stafford, Corn Dealer. Walsall, 
Pet Jan} 22. 


New- 


Pet Jan 21, 
Feb 10 at 12. Jackson, Westbrémwich. 
Waters, Walter, Tir Fiikins, Monmouth, Engine Driver. 
Pontypool, Feb § at 11. Harris, Tredegar. 
Watts, Thos, Bristol, Sail Maker. Pet Jan 23. 
Brittan & Son, Bristol. 
Wells, Thos, Boundstone, Surrey, Glass Stainer. 
Feb 9 at 12, White, Guildford. 
Whitfield, John, Southampton, Publican. 
10 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 


Bristol, Feb 5 at 11. 
Pet Jan 19. Farnham, 


Pet Jan 19. Southampton, Feb 


Williams, Mary, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manch, Game Dealer. Pet Jan 
22. Manchester, Feb 5 atil. Partington, Manch. 
Wilson, Stephen, Farsley-cum-Calverley, York, Shopkeeper. Pet Jan 22, 


Bradford, Feb 9 at 10. Cater, Bradford. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Jan. 18.—By Messrs. Danret Cronin & Sons. 
Lease and goodwill of the Cross Keys Wine and Spirit Establishment, 
Blackfriars-road.—Sold for £6,000. 
Lease and goodwill of the Castile Public Ilouse, City-road, together with 
the premises adjoining.—Sold for £2,460. 
Jan. 25.—By Mr. SLEE. 
Lease and goodwill of the Prince of Wales Wine and Spirit Vaults, 
Queen’s-road, St. John’s-wood.—Sold for £3,350. 


AT THE MART. 
Jan, 25,—By Messrs. Foster. 

Leasehold dwelling-house, No, 12, Lyon-terrace, Edgware-road ; held for 
46 years, at a ground-rent of £10 per annum.—Sold for £590, 

By Mr. Joun BurForv. 

Leasehold premises, comprising the ground-floor and basement of No. 90, 
Cannon-street West; term, 12¥ years from March, 1861, at a rental of 
£125 per annum.—Sold for £1,450. 

Jan. 26.—By Messrs. Witkinson & Horne. 

Leasehold house and shop, No. 15, Gibson-street, Waterloo-road, Lam- 
beth; let at £58 per annum; term, 61 years from 1843; ground-rent 
£8 10s.—Sold for £400. 

By Messrs. Broap, Paritcnarn, & WILTSHIRE. 

Freehold premi-es, No. 5, Pilgrim-street, Ludgate-hill ; estimated value, 
£160 per annum.—Sold for £2,210. 

Freehold house and shop, No. 20, Albermarle-street, St. John-street, 
Clerkenwell; let at £28, but estimated to be worth £40 per annum,— 
Sold for £490. 

By Messrs. Desennam & Tewson. 

Leasehold residences, Nos. 6 & 7, Northamp park, Ci bury 
bm ~ Si per annum; term, 62 years; ground-rent, £2 13s. 

80. 

Leasehold residences, Kent Lodge, Douglas-road North, and Nos. 8 and 9, 
Northampton-park, Canonbury, producing £182 per annum ; term 62 
years, ground-rent £3.—Sold for £2,100. 

Leasehold residences 10a and 11, Northampton-park, let at £140 per 
annum ; term 62 years; ground-rent £6.—Sold for £1,550. 

Leasehold houses, Nos. 20 and 21, Wenlock-street, producing £68 per 
annum ; also No, 19, Wenlock-street, let on lease at £5 5s. per annum ; 
term 77 years ; ground-rent £12 12s.—Sold for £680, 

Leasehold houses, Nos. 6,7, 8, and 9, Cropley-terrace West, let at £104 
per annum ; term 43 years; ground-rent £14.—Sold for £830. 

Leasehold, three houses, No. 10, Cropley-terrace West, and Nos 1 and 2, 
Curzon-street, let at £90 per annum ; term 434 years; ground-rent £14. 
—Sold for £800, 

Jan, 28.—Messrs. Epwin Suitn & Co, 

The next and perpetual presentation to the united vicarages of Durford 
and Ringstead, in the diocese of Peterborough, Northamptonshire.— 
Sold for £970, 





» pro- 
—Seld 


By Mr. Jonw M. Dean. 
Freehold, three houses, Nos. | and 3, Rathbone-street, also a brick building 
and a cottage in Wouldham-street, together with two plots of building 
land, all situate at Plaistow, Essex,—Sold for £700, 








HE GENERAL LAND DRAINAGE and IM. 
PROVEMENT COMPANY. Offices, 52, Parliament-street, $.W. 
HENRY KER SEYMER, Fsq., M.P., Chairman. 

Sir J. VILLIERS SHELLEY, Bart., M.P., Vice-Chairman, 
J. Bailey Denton, Principal Engineer, 

Under this Company’s Act, tenants for life, trustees, mo 5 
guardians, committees of incompetent persons, beneficial 1 corpo. 
rations (ecclesiastical or municipal), incumbents, charitable trustees, &&., 
may effect the following land improvements, and charge the outlay and 
expenses on the estate improved, by way of rentcharge, to be paid by 
half-yearly instalments, viz.:— 

1. All works of drainage, irrigation, warping, and embankment, 

2. The erection of farm-houses, cottages for agricultural labourers, 
and all kinds of farm-buildings. 

3. The construction of roads. 

4. The grubbing and clearing of old wood lands, enclosing, fencing, and 
reclaiming land. 

The owners of estates, not entailed, who may be desirous to avoid the 
expense or inconvenience of a legal mortgage, may also charge their 
estates with an outlay in improvements under the simple and inexpensive 
process of the Company's Act. 

The term of years for the rentcharge is fixed by the landowner, so as 
to adapt the amount of annual payment to the circumstances of the 
tenants, the term for building works being limited to thirty-one years, 

No investigation of title being required, and the charge not being 
affected by encumbrances, no legal expenses are incurred. 

The arrangements for effecting improvements are threefold— 

No. 1. The works may be designed and executed entirely by the land. 
owner's agent, and the Company employed only to supply the loan and 
conduct the matter through all the official forms for charging the outlay 
on the estate. 

No. 2. The Company will supply plans, specifications, and estimates for 
any improvements to be executed by the landowner’s agent as under 
No. 1. In each of these cases the lundowner will be solely under the con- 
trol of the Enclosure Commissioners. 

No. 3. The Company will undertake the entire responsibility of the im- 
provements, prepare the plans, execute the works, and finally charge on 
the estate the actual amount expended, with their commission thereon, 
approved by the Enclosure Commissioners. 

Landowners may thus obtain what assistance they require from the 
Company, and no more, in effecting the objects in view. 

Works of drainage and other improvements are also executed on come 
mission for landowners, who merely require the skill and experience of the 
Company’s officers and a staff in constant practice. 

Applications to be addressed to William Clifford, the Secretary, at the 
Offices of the Company, 52, Parliament-street, S.W. 


'FYHE LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY 
(incorporated by Special Act of Parliament in 1853), 2, Old Palace 
Yard, Westminster, S.W.—To Landowners, the Clergy, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c., in England and Wales, and in Scotland. The Com 
advances money, unlimited in amount, for the following works of 
tural improvement, the whole outlay and expense in all cases being liqui- 
dated by a rent-charge for 25 years :— 
1. Drainage, irrigation, and warping, embanking, enclosing, clearing, 
reclamation, planting for any beneficial purpose engines or machinery for 
drainage or irrigation. 
2. Farm roads, tramways, and railroads for agricultural or farming 
ny Ss. 
3. Jetties or landing places on the sea coast, or on the banks of navi- 
gable rivers or lakes. 
4. The erection of farm houses, labourers’ cottages, and other buildings 
required for farm purposes, and the improvement of and additions to 
farm houses and other buildings for farm purposes. 
Landowners assessed under the provisions of any Act of Parliament, 
Royal Charter, or Commission, in respect of any public or general works 
of drainage or other improvements, may borrow their pr te 
share of the costs, and charge the same with the expenses of the lands 
improved. 
No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
financial character, do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
a which are controlled only by the Government Enclosure Commis- 
oners, 
For further information and for forms of application, apply to the Hon, 
ie NAPIER, Managing Director, 2, Old Palace-yard, Westmin- 
»S.W. 








BOROUGH OF LIVERPOOL.—LOAN3 OF MONEY, 
HE CORPORATION OF LIVERPOOL are pre- 
pared to receive loans on the security of the LIVERPOOL WATER 
ACCOUNT, for periods of Three, Five, or Seven Years, at FOUR POUNDS 
per Cent. per Annum interest, payable Half-yearly by Coupons. i- 
cation to be made to Mr. AgcHisatp Tweepie, Treasurer, Town-hall, 
Liverpool. By order, WM. SHUTTLEWORTH, Town-clerk. 


O SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. Lists 

of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 

RICHARD and JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House, 

Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 

sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equaj 

to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. h ‘ 











T le ; 

£s. 4. £3.44. £84 £8. 4. 

Table Forks,perdoz...... 110 Oandl 18 0 280 300 
1 0 Oandi 10 0 115 0 220 

110 Oand 118 0 280 3094 

+ | 0 Oard1 10 0 115 0 220 

Tea Spoons .......se006. O12 Oandd 18 @ 13 6 110 0 


Every Article for the Table as in Silver.—A Sample Tea Spoon for 





warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 








